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NOTICE. 
LAW ALMANACK, 1865. 
Our Subscribers will receive the Almanack for the New Year 
with the next Number of the ‘ Solicitors’ Journal.” 
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THE SYMPATHIES OF A JURY, we are often told, have 
many a time been instrumental in obtaining the ac- 
quittal of a prisoner, notwithstanding the most damna- 
tory evidence of his guilt, and in this Journal we have 
frequently commented on the idle and frivolous reasons 
which juries allege for their recommendation of a 
prisoner to the mercy of the Court. In the daily 
papers of last week an account appeared of another of 
these acts of pseudo-humanity, if indeed it rises above 
the dignity of simple folly. At the Winchester assizes, 
Edward John Clark was indicted for robbing Mary 
Dunkinson of a watch, on the lst of November. The 
prosecutrix stated that she was a servant, and had kept 
company with the prisoner for three years. On the Ist 
of November he asked her to take a walk with him 
about two o'clock. They went through a field, and the 
risoner snatched her watch from her and ran away. 
he followed him and asked for her watch. He declared 
he had not taken it. She put her arms round him and 
felt the watch in his great-coat pocket, and she took it 
out and put it in her boson. He threw her down and 
sat upon her face and took the watch out of her bosom, 
She cried out, and he took her by the throat and said he 
would cut her throat. He then ran away with the watch. 
The jury, after some hesitation, returned a verdict of 
guilty, but recommended the prisoner to mercy. The 
judge, in his astonishment, demanded the grounds of 
their recommendation, and received for answer “We 
think it was a kind of love affair.’ Truly the love of 
Hampshire peasants, like the mercy of the wicked, is 
cruel, if we are to take the Winchester jury as an 
authority on the subject; but it is very difficult to 
believe that any jury, in recommending to merey in 
such an outrageous case, could for a moment have 
been mindful of the serious charge confided to them. 
On the Oxford Circuit, in a case where five men were 
tried for a gross outrage upon a woman, the jury found 
the prisoners guilty but recommended them to mercy 
on account of their age. Two of the prisoners were 
eighteen, and one was twenty-six and a married man. 
Let us hope that such a state of feeling is attributable 
to the low class of morals prevalent in the “black 
country,” where the outrage took place, rather than to a 
wilful desire to pervert justice. It may be merely the 
charitable and well meaning simplicity of innocent 
minds, or it may be stolid perversity and ignorance, but 
probably a mixture of both, comprising a sentiment ae 
in itself, but in such cases as these eer applied, 
which is indicated by these verdicts; but all this gives us 
a desire, not unnatural, to look behind the scenes and see 
how the majority of verdicts are arrived at. Perhaps in 
the case of E, J. Clark the recommendation was added 
by way of a sop to one juryman who had stood out for a 
verdict of acquittal, but who ultimately accepted this 

middle course. 











NoOtTwWITHSTANDING THE LEGAL MAXIM, Dolus latet in 
generalibus, we incline to think that generality is more 
often a cover for ignorance than for trick. An assump- 
tion of knowledge, where there is little or none, is itself 
indeed a kind of trick, particularly in journalism ; so, in 
the instance which we have now in view, the old saw 
may still be vindicated. The generaliser, conscious 
that any expert who takes him in hand can hit him at 
every thrust, begins by deprecating all opposition. Our 
generaliser is a law reformer—not a hypothetical or 








abstract, but an actual concrete being. He begins—“Of 
course, innumerable objections will be urged against 
everything that can be proposed, however sound in 
principle, and however clearly calculated to promote the 
interest of the public. To a certain class of persons 
there is always a lion in the path.” The “certain class 
of persons” being lowered to this unmentionable level, 
theindividuals composing it,among whom, on the present 
occasion we might otherwise venture to pant our- 
selves, feel quite put down. They are “lily-livered 
knaves” who mistake the stump of a tree for the 
king of beasts, and the rushing of the wind for his 
mighty roar. However bad it may be to fancy the lion 
when there is not one in the path, it is far worse to walk 
in such ignorance of the quadruped’s nature, or so lost 
in air-castle building as not to know when there is one. 
The writer—we will not refer to him more particularly 
at present, but we promise our readers that his specula- 
tions hold no obscure position—professes to be “ over- 
whelmed” with eagerness to advance in the path of 
law reform. “If we look at home,” he says, “we are 
overwhelmed with the multitude of improvements that 
are possible.” As to “law reform in general, there is 
really no limit to the improvements that remain to be 
effected.” 

This gushing reformer, after checking himself for 
a moment by the thought that the subject is “ abstruse,’ 
and “far out of the reach of ordinary comprehension, 
soon descends, out of kind consideration for the com- 
moner sort, to adapt himself to the requirements of a 
popular leader. “ Nothing is more certain than that if 
the parties were compelled to appear before the judge in 
the Seas instead of at the end of the lawsuit, to 
state their case before him, and learn from his lips the 
issues of fact or law which they really had to try, the 
suit would, in a great majority of cases, go no further.” 
That is very likely. Ifthe judge had to do that which at 
present is precisely the work of the attorney, the counsel, 
and the sheader, in every lawsuit, it is most probable 
that even if, instead of 15, there were 1,500 common law 
judges, they would not make much progress in the at- 
tempt to clear their daily cause papers. Let us imagine 
a running-down case, in its inceptive state of a hearing, 
at the first burst, of facts from the lips of a cabman and 
a job driver ; or a breach of promise case, in allits fresh- 
ness, from the lips of a voluble spinster of a certain age 
and an excitable old bachelor. The very function of the 
legal profession, ina dispute of right, is first to determine 
whether there is ground for contest, and next so to take 
the ground, in the shape of an issue of law or fact, as to 
prepare the matter for the verdict of a jury or the deci- 
sion of a judge. How could a judge settle an issue of 
fact without first settling the witnesses and the docu- 
ments themselves, and next informing himself of all the 
evidence? What would be gained by such a prelimi- 
nary hearing, carried on with no settled view or distinct 
aim in the case? This sapient proposal for reform is, in 
fact, nothing less than that the judges should supersede 
the whole bar and whole roll of attorneys, no other 
official person being requisite to carry it out in aid of the 
jtidge but the usher of the court, to bring the parties 
bodily before the bench. A regulation somewhat of this 
nature, though falling far short of the sweeping innova- 
tion advocated by our author, has been tried in Ireland 
for the last eleven years, amid the general disapproba- 
tion of all parties concerned, and has not, we believe, 
found a single voice, except that of its learned originator, 
raised in its defence. 

The next abstruse reform, out of the reach of ordinary 
comprehension, is to be made in the Lord Chancellor's 
measure for registering title to land. The clause which 
permits land once placed on the register to be with- 
drawn from it is a “serious defect.” It must be within 
our readers’ recollection that the principal argument 
used to conciliate the opponents of the measure, when 
under debate, was that coming on the register would 
be entirely voluntary, and remaining there altogetlicr 
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optional ; so that if a landowner, intending to cut up his 
property into building plots, had registered his title and 
sold, a purchaser to the extent of £200 or £300 might, 
if he found his yearly issues and profits in danger of 
being swamped by the necessary returns to, and entry 
at, the registry office in London, of every future birth, 
death, document, and incident in the title, take his pur- 
chase off the register. This was the main chance of 
success for a scheme so novel, and so foreign to the 
ideas which had previously prevailed in this country 
respecting land title. What change may be desirable, 
when half the lands in the kingdom shall, if ever, be 
registered, is another question ; but at this stage of the 
experiment, when not fifty titles, or perhaps not half 
that number, are registered, to propose to keep land im- 
movably on the register is to propose a stoppage of the 
experiment altogether. 

The crowning work in this “reform of the law in 
general,” whatever that may mean, is to be in the law 
of real property. The law of primogeniture, so called, 
is doomed in a sentence by the railer at Mr. Bright’s 
agrarian policy. “The law of personal property is 
greatly to be preferred. We have no occasion to seek 
for anew code. We have in the laws regulating per- 
sonal property—the ownership of stock, for instance— 
a code fully adequate for both.” Land, therefore, is to 
become a mere chose in action. The ownership is not 
to be acquired or transferred, even according to the 
ordinary law of chattels, by delivery or a symbol of de- 
livery; but the exceptional case of a public debt, re- 
presented by a state annuity, is to be the model for a 
code of land ownership. This is actually suggested as 
work for the coming session by a practical commentator 
on the affairs of the day. 

And where does the reader conjecture that all this 
waste law reform stuff has been raked up together? In 
a recent leading article of the Times. 

THE Bakenouse Re@unation Act, 26 & 27 Vict. ¢. 

40, which we recently * referred to as being stringently 
enforced in Liverpool, has not found favour with the 
Metropolitan vestries, if we are to judge by the very 
meagre results shown. Last week a deputation of journey- 
men bakers waited upon Sir George Grey for the purpose 
of pointing out “the complete failure of the new Act for 
the Regulation, Ventilation, &e., of the Bakehouses of 
the Metropolis,” and the urgent necessity there was for 
the enforcement of the law, as it is alley neglected by 
the various vestries, Sir George Grey has, we under- 
stand, promised to give the matter his serious attention, 
and by his advice the deputation have determined to 
draw up a list of the names of the employers violating 
the Act, and of the parish authorities who neglect to put 
it in force. Those whose interest it is to perpetuate the 
state of dirt and bad ventilation in the London bake- 
houses, are probably very strong in their vis inerti@a to 
resist reform; but let them beware lest the interference 
thus provoked should lay upon them burdens far heavier 
to bear than the new Act imposes. 
_ THE Press In THE IsLE oF Man.—The full Cowt of 
Common Law in the Isle of Man has decided, in the 
case of Brown v. The House of Keys, that the latter ex- 
ceeded their legal powers when, sitting in their legisla- 
tive capacity, they imprisoned the plaintiff for contempt. 
This decision is in exact accordance with that of the 
Court of Queen’s Bench, and the only point to be left to 
the decision of the jury in the suit now pending will be 
the question of damages, which have been laid by the 
plaintiff at £2,000, 

THE FOLLOWING IS A COPY OF A LETTER received from 
the Secretary of State by the Mayor of Bristol (Mr. W. 
Naish), on the subject of a criminal assize being held 
there :—* Whitehall, 2nd December, 1864.—Sir,—I 
have laid your letter of the 22nd ult. before Secretary 
Sir George Grey, and I am to inform you in reply that 
a commission for holding a criminal assize at Bristol will 

*8 Sol, Jour. 973, 
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be issued at the ensuing spring assize.—lI am, sir, your 
obedient servant, H. Wappincton.—The Mayor of 
Bristol.” 

ANOTHER VENERABLE AND LONG-HONOURED NAME 
must for the future be omitted from the “Law List,” 
another ancient light of the bench has been extinguished. 
Louis Perrin, sometime judge of her Majesty’s Court of 
Queen’s Bench in Dublin, expired on Wednesday, 7th 
inst., at the venerable age of eighty-one. He had for 
some time retired from active duties to enjoy in his old 
age that repose which he had well earned by a laborious 
and exemplary life. He was called to the bar in 1806, 
in the same year as Lord Justice Blackburne. In his 
college days he was distinguished among his associates 
as an uncompromising reformer, then a most unpopular 
character amongst Irish gentlemen. He then expressed 
opinions which, through evil report and good report, he 
never for a moment abandoned throughout a long and 
not an uneventful career. 

At this period of his life an anecdote is told 
of him, which exhibits the sterling qualities for 
which, through life, he was remarkable. When the 
heroic and ill-starred Robert Emmett was brought to 
trial for that treason which he expiated with his life, 
nearly all the friends of his happier days hung aloof 
from the man who had brought himself, though by no 
mean offence, under the displeasure of the law. To this 
tule, however, there were two conspicuous exceptions— 
the Rev. Stephen Creaghe Sandes, Fellow of Trinity 
College, and afterwards Lord Bishop of Waterford, and 
Louis Perrin. When sentence was passed, both forced 
their way to the dock and warmly embraced their un- 
fortunate friend. 

My. Perrin’s progress at the bar to the distinction 
which he subsequently acquired, was by no means 
rapid. On the prosecution of Kirwan and the Roman 
Catholic delegates for violating the Convention Act, 
Mr. Perrin was their junior counsel. This case 
seems to have brought him into notice, for his practice 
soon after became enlarged, and the law reports of the 
time show to how great an extent. He was now one of 
the recognised heads of the Protestant Liberal party at - 
the bar, and one of the victims of the exclusionist policy 
of Lord Chancellors Eldon and Manners. Lord Chan- 
cellor Hart, however, conferred on him a silk gown, 
and he was shortly afterwards advanced to the dignity of 
King’s Serjeant. While serjeant he presided over one of 
the most important inquiries, and followed by the most 
fruitful results, that ever took place in Ireland. We 
allude to the inquiry into-the old Irish corporations, a 
monument of research of the highest value in materials 
for the illustration of the ancient municipal history of 
Ireland. On the report prepared by Serjeant Perrin the 
Irish Municipal Act was founded, which, though some of 
its provisions were derived from the English Act, was in 
great measure original. 

In the year 1832 he contested successfully the repre- 
sentation of the County Monaghan, and thus earned a 
claim upon his party for having, at an enormous 
expense, succeeded in carrying in their favour a seat 
theretofore believed to be unassailable. He made no 
great figure in Parliament, where he seldom spoke except 
officially, having been appointed Solicitor-General almost 
at once. At the next general election, Mr. Perrin 
preferred not to expose himself to a second contest in 
the Northern County, and offered himself (unsuccess- 
fully) for election by the city of Dublin: he was, how- 
ever, returned to that Parliament for the city of Cashel. 
When Lord Melbourne’s second administration, came 
in in 1835, Mr. Perrin was made Attorney-General, 
with Mr. O’Loghlen (afterwards Sir Michael, M.R.) 
for Solicitor-General, and he was, in the same year, 
raised to the Bench in the place of Mr. Justice Vande- 
leur, a post which he continued to hold till his 
retirement in 1860. With some peculiarities of man- 
ner, he was one of the most able, upright, and 
conscientious judges who ever sat on the Irish 
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bench. Though not a very profound, he was an 
eminent lawyer, and was thoroughly conversant with 
the practice of the common law courts, which was far 
more mysterious thirty years ago than it is at present. 
As a criminal judge he was most humane, and always 
took a deep interest in the fate of prisoners charged 
with serious offences, especially when undefended. 

The venerable judge suffered severe family afflictions. 
One son (Captain Perrin) fell at the head of his regi- 
ment at the _ lg another, who in the cowrse of 
nature might have lived long, and might justly have 
aspired to the position occupied by his father, prematurely 
died. Few men have left a name at the bar, or on the 
vench, more free from ground for detraction. 





ATTORNEYS’ CERTIFICATE DUTY. 


We are rejoiced to see that the movement for the repeal 
of this tax, in which this Journal took so prominent a 
part some time ago,* has been revived by the Irish In- 
corporated Law Society. This tax, which is open to all 
the objections which are applicable to every class tax, and 
to the other not less formidable objections which apply 
to a poll tax, only maintains its ground because those who 
ought to be its most energetic adversaries are either too 
much preoccupied or too lukewarm in the cause for 
vigorous combined exertion. 

Under these circumstances, it is a good omen of the 
coming campaign that so influential a body as the society 
in question are so early in the field. On the 26th of 
November last, the subject was, as already mentioned,t 
brought before the society at their half-yearly meeting, 
when Mr. M‘Dermott, in pursuance of notice, moved for a 
return “of copies of all letters and communications 
written and received by the Council, and minutes appear- 
ing on the books of the society, from the 1st day of Novem- 
ber, 1861, to the Ist day of June, 1864, in relation to the 
repeal of the stamp duties on certificates of attorneys and 
solicitors, and that said returns be laid on the table before 
the 3rd of December next.” He added:— 

‘That this tax was oppressive and unjust, no gentleman 
present, he believed, would dispute. After some strictures 
on the want of energy shown by the Council in this matter, 
he said that he thought the present was an inopportune period 
for deliberating on this subject, inasmuch as ey were now 
approaching a general election; and if the solicitors of Ire- 
land took an independent step, their views and wishes 
would be attended to with greater attention than heretofore.” 

Mr. Meade seconded the resolution. 

This resolution was opposed by the Council, partly on 
the score of expense, and partly as apparently reflecting 
on the Council; and an amendment was moved by Mr. 
Arthur Ellis, to the effect that “the Council for the 
ensuing year be urged to renewed exertion to realise 
some of the objects for which that society had been 
originally formed— namely, to obtain liberty for at- 
torneys and solicitors to practise without an annual 
licence from the Stamp Office, and to procure a fair re- 
presentation of their body amongst the benchers of the 
King’s Inns.” Mr. Ellis continued:— 

**He would like to know if there was any person belong- 
ing to the profession who wished to retain that degrading 
stigma on them that no other profession was subjected to— 
namely, that they were not allowed to exercise or practise 
their profession without first getting a licence from the 
Stamp Office. It was not the amount they were called upon 
to pay—z£9 a-year in Dublin, and £6 in the country—that 
he objected to, but he protested against being called upon 
to pay anything whatsoever, more especially as barristers, 
physicians, clergymen, and persons belonging to the dif- 
ferent professions, paid nothing whatever in that way. If 
ever there was a time when it was likely that this move- 
ment would be attended with success, it was the present, 
when the finances of the country were in a flourishing state. 
If the society in London took the matter up warmly, and 
co-operated with them, they must ultimately succeed, be- 
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cause it could never stand when other taxes not more fair 
and just were remitted. If they, as a body, urged upon 
their brethren in the country to press this matter on their 
representatives, and got those seeking seats in Parliament to 
pledge themselves to support such a movement in the House 
of Commons, they would have no difficulty whatsoever in 
accomplishing their object. He denied that his motion in the 
slightest degree conveyed a vote of censure on the Council. 

**Mr. Macrory seconded the resolution. 

‘*Mr. Roche said he approved of the resolutioi in toto. 

‘*Mr. Hazlett said, in his opinion, the motion of Mr. 
Ellis conveyed a direct vote of censure on the Council, be- 
cause, in his resolution, he said the Council should realise 
some of the objects for which the society was formed. That 
implied that they had not accomplished the objects which 
they were appointed to carry out. He was as anxious as 
anyone to see the tax in question repealed; but the only 
question was, how was it to done ? 

**Mr. Henry Dillon said he was in favour of Mr. Ellis’s 
motion. He did not think the fact of any gentleman sup- 
porting the resolution could be construed as casting a cen- 
sure on the Council. 

** Mr. Fyffe concurred. 

**Mr. Proctor said that in Londonderry, to which county 
he belonged, it was felt by the members of the profession to 
be degrading to be obliged to take out a licence; and not 
only that, but they should take it out on a particular day, 
or it would be a serious loss to themselves and their clients.” 

It is, perhaps, unfortunate that the mover of this reso- 
lution coupled with it a proposition for the admission of 
a “fair representation’ of their body amongst the 
benchers of the King’s Inns. The benchers, as most of 
our readers probably know, are not a representative body 
at all, even in England; but in Ireland they consist almost 
exclusively of persons who hold or have held high judicial 
offices under the Crown, together with the attorneys and 
solicitors-general, present or past, and the three Irish 
Queen’s Serjeants—a body, therefore, of a nature essen- 
tially nominative, and to which the principle of repre- 
sentation is utterly inapplicable. The apple of discord 
thus thrown down seems to have distracted the attention 
of the meeting, which eventually, after considerable dis- 
cussion, was adjourned till Monday last. Strange to re- 
late, when that meeting took place, as will be seen else- 
where in our columns, not a single word was said upon 
the subject. 

Our readers will remark that many of the speakers at 
this meeting seem to consider that the existence of this 
tax is in some manner a reproach. We certainly do not 
concur in this view, any more than we think ita “stigma” 
upon a gentleman who bears coat-armour to be obliged 
to pay the assessed taxes in respect thereof. But we do 
consider this tax an injustice. It is unjust, because it 
mulcts a particular class of the community for the benefit 
of the others—not because the circumstances of that class 
render it necessary, but simply because it affords a ready 
means of raising a certain revenue. In this respect the 
tax differs radically from a stamp duty upon articles or 
admission, which are in the nature, the one of a deed tax, 
such as affects everyone in the country who has any- 
thing to tax; the other of an “entrance fee,” a principle 
of taxation universally recognised. It is further unjust; 
because it imposes one uniform drag upon all, and weighs 
down the young struggling practitioner, who can hardly 
keep his head above water by his utmost exertions, while it 
does not sensibly affect the more prosperous and long 
established firms. 

Tf the tax be to be continued at all, it should be in the 
nature of an income-tax, and the justice of its continuance 
would be well tested by a proposal to assess the professicnal 
earnings of solicitors at one penny in the pound higher than 
those of any other persons—a proposal which no one in kis 
senses would dare seriously to make, and which, if made, 
no body of gentlemen would seriously take into con:ideia- 
tion. 

We must not, however, pass over here the view taken 
by those members of the profession who would maintain 
this licence, on the ground that the tax tends to kecp apart 
from the body some who would not increase the respect- 
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ability of the profession, or, in the words of Mr. Macrory, 
because “ the tax was a safeguard against any blackguard 
entering the profession.” 

Now, is this so? The amount of the tax, either in 
England or Ireland, is far too small to act as a deterrent 
to those who design to enrich themselves by the practice 
of any of the frauds which are peculiarly within their 
reach; on the other hand, many a most upright and 
honourable man is oppressed by the infliction of this sum 
annually. The members of no other profession are 
compelled to pay for liberty to perform their duties. 
The respectability of the attorneys’ and solicitors’ pro- 
fession depends on the strict integrity, the unswerving 
fidelity, the ability and honour of its members, not on 
the payment of a stamp duty of greater or less amount. 
The imposition of such a tax is directly opposed to the 
spirit of modern legislation and the fair principle of 
competition. 

“The attorney,” truly says a most respectable con- 
temporary journal, “is the depository of family secrets, 
and the guardian of family property. He is the adviser 
of the injured, and the protector of those who are ex- 
posed to wrong. In the members of no professsion is 
more confidence placed, and very rarely indeed in this 
country is that confidence misplaced. The profession is 
jealous of its honour, and vigilant in preserving the 
purity of its members.” Let this jealousy be continued 
and increased, this vigilance be unceasingly exerted, and 
all the penalties, social as well as legal, which the pro- 
fession have at their command, be brought to bear upon 
any detected “black sheep,” and more will be done 
towards the maintenance of the high—and rising—place 
deservedly held by the profession in public estimation, 
than could be caused by all the taxes which the rapacity 
of the Norman Barons of the middle ages, ever managed 
to extort. 

We hope to take an early opportunity of recurring to 
the subject. 





BONA FIDE TRAVELLERS. 


As we anticipated, the decision of the question, Who is 
a bona fide traveller? shows that the construction put by 
Mr. Arnold and Mr. Selfe * on the meaning of the term 
“traveller,” as used in the Act, cannot be upheld. It is 
not reasonable that a person applying at the refreshment- 
room of a railway-station should be required to prove, in 
the first instance, that he is on a journey; his mere state- 
ment that he is a traveller must be taken to be true; and 
we consider that, under the Act, such a person is en- 
titled to obtain refreshment at any time, and the onus of 
proof that he is not a traveller would be on the informant. 

The sale of beer on Sundays is regulated by the 18 & 
19 Vict. c. 118, s. 2, which enacts that “it shall not be 
lawful for any licensed victualler, or person licensed to 
sell beer by retail, to be drunk on the premises, or not to 
be drunk on the premises, or any person licensed or 
authorised to sell any fermented or distilled liquors, or any 
person who, by reason of the freedom of the mystery or 
craft of vintners of the city of London, or of any right or 
privilege, shall claim to be entitled to sell wine by retail, 
to be drunk or consumed on the premises, in any part of 
ingland or Wales, to open or keep open his house for the 
sale of or to sell beer, wine, spirits, or any other fer- 
mented or distilled liquor, between the hours of three 
aad five o’clock in the afternoon, nor after eleven o’clock 
in the afternoon, on Sunday, or on Christmas-day, or 
Good Friday, or any day appointed for a public fast or 
thanksgiving, or before four o’clock in the morning of 
the day following such Sunday, Christmas-day, Good Fri- 
day, or such days of public fast or thanksgiving, except 
i» a traveller, or lodger therein.” 

The 11 & 12 Viet. ¢. 49, contained a prohibition against 
opening public-heuses before half-past twelve on a Sun- 
wax, and otherwise in substantially the same terms, the 
exception at the end being “except as refreshment for 
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travellers.” Then, in the 17 & 18 Vict. c. 79, s. 1, the 
exception is in these words—“ except as refreshment to a 
bona fide traveller, or a lodger therein.” It will be at 
once seen that the words “ bona tide”? were omitted from 
the Act now in force. This was probably done to pre- 
vent confusion, for in truth there can be no difference 
between a traveller and a bona fide traveller. 

The case of Zaylor, appellant, v. Humphries, respon- 
dent, which was decided in the Court of Common Pleas 
on the 18th of November, has decided the question as to 
Sunday travellers. The factsof the case were these:— 
The appellant kept a public-house at Moseley, in the parish 
of King’s Norton, Worcestershire, a place about two miles 
from Birmingham. At twenty minutes past eleven o’clock 
on the morning of Sunday, the 17th April, a police con- 
stable went by the appellant’s house and found the door 
closed, but not fastened. He entered, and saw thirty men 
and women, some in the tap-room, and some at the bar. 
Some had ale before them, some bread and cheese and ale, 
and some of the men were smoking. The appellant’s 
daughter, who was serving, said they were all strangers. 
The police asked, “ Are they travellers? and the appellant 
said “ Yes,” and several of them got up and said they had 
come from Birmingham. The persons there were un- 
known to the police, but they appeared to be Birmingham 
artizans. The appellant was summoned before the local 
justices for having his house open “ otherwise than for 
the refreshment of travellers,’ and on that occasion two 
of the customers were examined as witnesses, and they 
proved that they were inhabitants of Birmingham; that 
they had walked through fields and lanes, one seven and 
the other eight miles, before reaching the appellant’s 
house, where they had ale and bread and cheese; that they 
did not leave home with the intention of visiting the 
appellant’s house; that they were asked whether they were 
travellers, and said they were, before they were served. 
The magistrates had convicted the appellant, and fined 
him forty shillings and costs. In his judgment, which 
was in favour of the appellant, Erle, C.J. said that “the 
word ‘traveller’ ought to be considered to include all those 
who fare abroad, either from a desire to enjoy country 
sights and sounds, or from any other motive either of 
business or pleasure, except from the desire for excessive 
drinking; and that any supply of refreshment needed by 
reason of such faring abroad must be considered to be 
refreshment for a traveller. That as the exception of a 
traveller was contained in the clause which embodied the 
prohibition against serving on Sunday morning, the 
burden of proving that there had been a breach of the 
prohibition was cast upon the informer; and that if the 
publican believed or had reason to believe, when he sup- 
plied the drink, that he was supplying a traveller, he 
ought not to be convicted.” If a person went to a house 
simply from the desire of obtaining drink, he would not, 
the Court allowed, be within the exception, and the cir- 
cumstances of each case must decide that question. 

There have been several previous cases in which the 
question has been raised as to who is a traveller, and 
entitled to be considered as coming within the exceptions 
above mentioned. Two of these cases were relied upon 
by the appellant’s counsel in the principal case, which 
was exactly a parallel case to that of Zaylor v. Hum- 
phreys, 10 C. B. N. 8. 429. By a rather confusing coin- 
cidence the parties have the same name, and in both 
cases the public-house in question was in the neighbour- 
hood of Birmingham; but the facts of the case are 
exactly similar to those wf the principal case. The re- 
marks of Erle, C.J., are worthy of note here. “It is,” he 
says, “the common law duty of an innkeeper to supply 
refreshment to travellers. The object of the enactment 
I take to be this—viz., to prevent the attractions of the 
public-house from being held out to allure men from 
places of worship. I do not think the Legislature in- 
tended to cast upon the innkeeper the burden of proving 
in every ease that the party refreshed is really a tra- 
veller. Tefore a man is convicted of the offence here 
charged, it seems to me that the complainant is bound to 
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establish that he had the purpose of entertaining a 
person who was not a traveller. I cannot think the inn- 
keeper would’ be guilty of any offence within this statute 
if he entertained his next-door neighbour, provided he 
came disguised as a traveller” 

Athinson v. Sellers, 5 C. B. N. 8S. 442, was also cited as 
being a case in point. In giving judgment for the ap- 
pellant in this case, Cockburn, C.J., said—* Of course a 
man could not be said to be a traveller who goes to a 
place merely for the purpose of taking refreshment; but, 
if he goes to an inn for refreshment in the course of a 
journey, whether of business or pleasure, he is entitled to 
demand refreshment, and the innkeeper is justified in 
supplying it.” 

From these decisions it may be gathered clearly that 
it makes no material difference, whether aman is on 
business or on pleasure he may still be a traveller with- 
in the meaning of the Act. However short may be the 
distance he has travelled, if it can be shown that he is 
in need of refreshment, and is absent from his usual 
sources of supply, he must be considered to be a traveller. 
The proof that he needs refreshment would, we suppose, 
be the fact of his asking for it. — 

The difficulty imposed upon an innkeeper by this sort 
of legislation is very great. He has no means of knowing 
who the parties are who come and demand refreshment. 
He can do no more than inquire whether the persons 
who demand admittance are travellers, and if they 
answer in the affirmative, he cannot cross-question them ; 
and if he refuses to open his door to a traveller, he sub- 
jects himself to the risk of indictment. 

With the two cited cases before them, it is difficult to 
understand how the magistrates at Westminster could 
have arrived at their decision by any line of reasoning 
not of the most perverse description; and in fact, if we 
look at their reasons, we shall only discover them to lead 
to a conclusion exactly the opposite of that they arrived 
at. Mr. Arnold is reported to have said—*“ Had these 
persons been at an arrival platform, then they would 
have been travellers. The natural supposition, no doubt, 
is, that persons who are about to begin a journey are 
travellers; but according to the meaning of the Act, they 
must have begun it.” If the Victoria station were on 
the only railway existing in England, or even in London, 
such arguments might apply, though we do not think 


’ they would ; but as, in fact, a very small minority of 


persons who travel commence their journey at a railway 
station, and we must perforce understand a journey to be 
commenced from the moment of the traveller’s depar- 
ture from his dwelling-house, the conclusion of Mr. 
Arnold, as applied to his arguments, is simply absurd. 

Mr. Justice Mellor, when this case of Visher v. Howard 
was decided, very properly disclaims the idea that the 
Act is intended to punish the keeper of a refreshment- 
room when persons about to start on a journey call for 
refreshment. The Act was intended to prevent people 
sitting and boozing in public-houses on Sundays without 
any sort of reason or excuse for it; and we might as well 
construe the Act so as to render railway travelling on 
Sundays punishable, as to make him punishable under 
such circumstances. 

In the principal case of Zaylor v. Humphries we have 
a decision which will form a tolerably accurate guide for 
the profession in similar cases, and one which, taking 
the intention of the Legislature, and the circumstances in 
which publicans are placed, into consideration, must 
ultimately be considered as indicating the only just mode 
of settling the question. 








EQUITY. 


STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS, SECS. 40 & 42—MorRTGAGE— 
PAYMENT OF INTEREST—ACKNOWLEDGMENT. 
Chinnery v. Evans, Ho. of Lds. 13 W. R. 20. 

This case will often be referred to as settling various 
questions of nicety arising out of the 40th section of the 





Statute of Limitations (3 & 4 Will. 4, ¢ 27), and the 
supplemental statute, 1 Vict. c. 28, by which the time is 
regulated within which a mortgagee can recover his 
money, or the land on which it is secured. 

The manner in which the operation of the statute 
may be barred by payment of interest or acknowledg- 
ment, has been the subject of many judicial decisions ; 
the particular point in the present case related to the 
person by whom such payment or acknowledgment must 
be made, so as to be efficient as against the claimant 
in each instance. The case is particularly valuable if 
read in connection with Bolding v. Lane, 11 W. R. 122, 1 
De G. J. & 8. 122, where a similar question was discussed 
under the 42nd section. 

The question in Bolding v. Lane arose as follows :— 
The mortgagor, in 1834, conveyed estates for 1,000 years 
to a first mortgagee for securing £1,281. In 1848, the 
mortgagor conveyed the reversion, subject to the 
term of years created by the first mortgage deed, to 
trustees, upon trust to sell and pay certain sums of money 
to persons who thereby were placed in the position of 
second mortgagees. Afterwards, in 1856, the mortgagor 
and the first mortgagee joined in a deed whereby they 
recited that £404 was still due on the first mortgage 
(the rest having been paid off by sales of parts of the 
property), and that asum of £302 was also due for 
arrears of interest. They then assigned the sum of 
£404 and all the interest due thereon, and the term of 
1,000 years for securing the same, to the plaintiff. 

The plaintiff, in 1861, filed a bill for foreclosure, 
and the question thereupon arose whether, in taking the 
accounts, the plaintiff was entitled, as against the second 
mortgagees, to the arrears of interest due at the time of 
the transfer to the plaintiff in 1856, and to all subse- 
quent interest, or only to arrears of interest for six years 
before the filing of the bill. That he was entitled, as 
against the mortgagor, to all the interest claimed, could 
not be doubted, because the recital in the deed of 1856 
clearly took the case out of the statute, being an acknow- 
ledgment under the 42nd section; but the simple ques- 
tion was, whether that acknowledgment by the mortgagor 
bound the second mortgagees, so as to prevent them from 
taking advantage of the statute. The words of the 42nd 
section are, that no arrears of interest “shall be recovered 
by any distress, action, or suit, but within six years next 
after the same respectively shall have become due, or next 
after some acknowledgment of the same in writing shall 
have been given to the person entitled, or his agent, 
signed by the person by whom the same was payable, or 
his agent.” If, therefore, the person by whom the same 
was payable meant exclusively the mortgagor, who was 
the only person, strictly speaking, under obligation to pay 
the interest, the terms of the section had been fulfilled, 
and the full arrears would be recoverable. But if, on the 
other hand, those words meant any person against whose 
interest in the land the payment of such arrears might be 
enforced, the second mortgagees, who had made no such 
acknowledgment, could take advantage of the statute. 
The latter interpretation was decided to be the correct 
one by the Lord Chancellor. He says—* These words of 
the statute, far from having the limited construction of 
the Vice-Chancellor, appear to have been selected as a de- 
scription capable of including not only every person liable 
to be sued at law, but every person who, having an inte- 
rest in the land sought to be charged, might be pro- 
perly sued as a defendant to a suit in. equity, brought to 
enforce payment of the principal and interest out of such 
land.” 

In Evans v. Chinnery, the questions turned upon the 
40th section of the Act, and the operation of the statute 
was avoided, not by acknowledgment, but by payment of 
interest by the receiver, who had been appointed by the 
Court, out of the rents of part of the mortgaged estates. 
The facts were shortly as follows:—The mortgagor had 
mortgaged estates in the three counties of Limerick, 
Cork, and Kerry, for £8,000. In 1784, an order was 
made in the Irish Court of Chancery for the appointment 
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of a receiver; but the receiver entered into possession of 
the Limerick estate only, and out of the rents paid the 
interest on the whole of the mortgage debt until 1853, 
when a petition was presented in the Incumbered Estates 
Court for the sale of the mortgaged estates. In the 
meantime, the estates in Cork and Kerry, into which the 
receiver had not entered, had been sold by the mortyagor 
in 1783 and 1790 to purchasers, without notice (as was 
al'eged) of the mortgage; and the length of time which 
had elapsed formed a kar to the claim of the mortgagee 
as to those estates, unless the statute was avoided by the 
payment of interest by the receiver. It was contended, 
by analogy to the reasoning, rather than on the authority, 
of Bolding v. Lane, that the 40th section of the statute 
required payment of interest or acknowledgment of title 
t» the principal to be made by some person by whom the 
same should be payable, or his agent, and that the pay- 
ment of interest by the receiver out of the rents of the 
Limerick estates was no payment as against the present 
wners of the estates in Cork and Kerry. 

The 40th section enacts that “no action, suit, or other 
proceeding shall be brought to recover any sum of money 
secured by any mortgage, &c. (which was extended by the 
1 Vict. c. 28, to actions and suits to recover the land); but 
within twenty years next after a present right to receive 
the same shall have accrued, to some person capable of 
giving a discharge for the same, unless in the meantime 
some part of the principal money, or some interest thereon, 
shall have been paid, or some acknowledgment of the 
right thereto shall have been given in writing, signed by 
the person by whom the same shall be payable, or his 
agent, to the person entitled thereto, or his agent.” 

The wording of the section is peculiar; because, accord- 
ing to the strict grammar, and, indeed, according to the 
e onstruction adopted by Lord Cranworth in his judgment, 
it is not stated by whom the payment is to be made; the 
words “by the person by whom the same shall be pay- 
able ” applving only to the acknowledgment. 

It does not appear, however, that this was considered 
a real difficulty by their lordships, because money handed 
over by a mere stranger would not have the charac- 
teristics and the legal quality of payment. It would be 
a mere voluntary donation, and not a “ payment” within 
the meaning of the Act. 

Assuming, therefore, that the person paying must be 
one liable to pay, and assuming also that the receiver 
was properly the agent of the mortgagor, it seemed 
certainly arguable that the effect of the payment should 
only extend to the estate over which the receiver had 
control, and out of the rents of which the interest was 
paid, and not to those estates which had not for sixty 
years been called upon to bear any part of the charge. 
The House of Lords, however, in accordance with the 
judgment of the Lord Chancellor, held that the pay- 
ment by the receiver out of one estate must be con- 
sidered as being paid in respect of all the estates subject 
to the mortgage, and would avoid the operation of the 
statute as to all of them. “I think,” said the Lord 
Chancellor, “that it is quite clear that the payment 
of money to the mortgagee by the person liable to pay, 
in respect of the interest on the mortgage, continues 

he mortgage in all its integrity and force with respect 
t all the estates properly included in the mortgage, and 
which had not been aliened or conveyed away by the 
mortgagee, or with his consent.” 

Another point decided in the same ease, under the 42nd 
section, may be noticed rather for its subtlety than be- 
cause it is likely to be often raised in the present state of 
the law. It appeared that the purchasers of the estates in 
Cork and Kerry had taken an assignment of certain out- 
standing prior incumbrances, for the protection of their 
possession—that being, as the Lord Chancellor expressed 
it, “one of the various expedients which the unfortunate 
state of the law with regard to real property has com- 
pelled purchasers to resort to in order to obtain protec- 
tion in an indirect manner, where that protection ought 
to be given in a direct manner.” ‘This defensive expe- 





dient the mortgagee ingeniously endeavoured to turn 
against the purchasers who used it, by contending that 
the possession of the purchasers was the possession of the 
outstanding incumbrancers, and that the case was, there- 
fore, brought within the exceptions in the 42nd section of 
the Act, which permits mortgagees to recover more than 
six years’ arrears of interest in cases where prior incum- 
brancers have been in possession of the estate. The 
Court of Chancery in Ireland adopted this view; but 
their decision on this point was reversed by the House of 
Lords, who held that the effect of such an “ artificial 
arrangement ” was, that it was not the prior incum- 
brancer who was in possession, but the purchaser for 
whom he was declared a trustee, They therefore con- 
firmed the claim of the mortgagee to six years’ arrears 
of interest. 





COURTS. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY, 
(Before Mr. Commissioner HoLroyp. ) 

Dec. 6—A debtor named William Humphries, a shipwright 
in the Chatham Dockyard, applied for his release from 
custody. 

Mr. Denny supported the application, The circumstances 
of the case were peculiar, and involved an important ques- 
tion as to the jurisdiction of county court judges in the 
matter of deeds of arrangement. On the 4th February a 
judgment was obtained against the applicant in the Rochester 
County Court for £3 8s, 10d., the amount ofa tallyman’s bill, 
On the 15th of the same month he executed a deed of assign- 
ment for the benefit of his creditors; the deed was coneurred 
in by the requisite majority of creditors, and was registered 
on the 15th of April. On the 5th of August the plaintiff in 
the action gave notice to move in the county court to set 
aside the deed and annul the protection. It was contended 
that the judge of the county court had no power to make 
such an order; but Mr. Espinasse, the judge of the Roches- 
ter County Court, without expressing any opinion as to the 
validity of the deed, gave the plaintiff leave to issue execu- 
tion and to arrest the defendant. This was done, and the 
matter now came before his Honour for decision. 

The CoMMISSIONER, after a careful consideration of the 
facts of the case, decided that he had no power to interfere to 
order the man’s release. The application must be made to the 
Lord Chancellor. 

(Before Mr. Commissioner GouLBURN. ) 

Dee. 12.—Jn ve Markby.—The bankrupt, Edward Gillam 
Markby, was a solicitor practising at Chatteris, in Cam- 
bridgeshire, and this was an adjourned meeting for ex- 
amination. 

Mr. Bagley appeared on behalf of the assignees. 

The petition in this case was filed on the 29th June last 
by Messrs. Foster & Macdonald, of Cambridge, solicitors, 
for Mr. Corbin, of Cambridge, lodging-house keeper, the 
petitioning creditor. The act of bankruptcy alleged was 
the absenting himself by the bankrupt from his place of 
business at Chatteris. From the accounts now filed, it 
would appear that the bankrupt owes debts to the extent 
of £28,058, of which a sum of £14,037 is due to unsecured 
creditors; the assets are returned at £517, in addition to 
what may be derived from mortgaged property. The debts 
range over a period of thirty years—from 1834 to 1864. 

Mr. Bagley said it was impossible that the bankrupt 
could pass that day, upon the accounts which had been 
rendered. Unfortunately, some of the creditors had been 
entirely omitted, and some of the assets also, to which Mr. 
Markby was entitled, were not mentioned in the balance- 
sheet. The bankrupt was adjourned upon a_ former 
occasion, in order that he might file cash and deficiency 
accounts, and he had since done so; but, upon comparing 
those accounts with the accounts originally filed, the dis- 
crepancies were such that the assignees could not allow the 
bankrupt to pass. He must amend the accounts, so as to 
make them conformable with the facts. 

Mr. Commissioner GovLsurN.—Does any gentleman 
appear for the bankrupt ? 

Mr. Bagley.—No ; he is himself in the profession. 

The bankrupt, in explanation, said that the accounts as 
originally filed were prepared without the assistance of his - 
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books and vouchers, which were then in the hands of 
Messrs. Wise, of Mareh, who claimed a lien upon them. 

Mr. Bagley.—We propose to give the bankrupt requisi- 
tions as to certain matters. Ll may mention that the bank- 
rupt and his wife are willing to do all in their power for 
the creditors ; the wife has undertaken not to make any 
claim for dower in reference to certain lands to which the 
bankrupt is entitled. 

Mr. Commissioner GoutsurN.—Is it right to eall upon 
the bankrupt to forego any such claim ? 

Mr. Bagley.—The bankrupt is willing to do so; in fact, 
his wife is otherwise provided for. 

The bankrupt.—No, I think not. 

After some discussion, it was arranged that the further 
hearing should stand adjourned—the bankrupt to have 
leave to amend his accounts, and the assignees to be at 
liberty to tender requisitions to him upon any special 
matter arising upon the balance-sheet. 

Adjourned accordingly. 

DIVORCE AND MATRIMONIAL 
CAUSES. 
(Before Sir James Wixpr, J.O.) 

Dec. 13.—Chelwynd v. Chetwynd.—Mr. Muloch again 
made his appearance in this court, and addressing himself to 
the learned judge, said that in spite of the bill of costs 
being an ‘‘instructive document, and as amusing as ‘Mrs. 
Lirriper’s Legacy,’ ”” he had decided, after a fortnight’s 
respite granted him, not to defray ite Mr. Muloch read a 
letter to the Court, embodying this determination, and 
defending it, on the ground that a prisoner for contempt was 
in the custody of the law, not at the mercy of the parties. 
He said that the character of the bill of costs was shown by 
the fact that more than one-half had been taxed off. 

The Court said that as Mr. Muloch had refused to accept 
the offer of having his fine remitted on payment of costs, the 
fine must be estreated. 

SHERIFFS’ COURT. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner KERR.) 

Dec. 10.—Surgey v. Davis. —This was an action to recover 
£18, balance of an account due from the estate of Gardiner, 
the sweep who is now undergoing a sentence of penal servi- 
tude for life, for the murder of his wife in Northumberland- 
alley, in September, 1862. 

Mr. Dodd appeared for the plaintiff; Mr. Butler Rigby for 
the defendant. 

It appeared that Gardiner, whose wife, as our readers 
know, was found dead in her room in Northumberland-alley, 
Fenchurch-street, had, on the day on which he was arrested for 
the murder of his wife, paid £5 on account of the funeral 
expenses. Upon the trial, Gardiner was convicted and sen- 
tenced to death, but reprieved. 

The plaintifi’s case was that he agreed with Gardiner to 
bury his wife for £23, and that the defendant had promised 
to pay the balance. 

It appeared that the defendant is the stepson to Gardiner, 
and had come into possession of all the property left by him. 
He admitted that the promise was not in writing, but pro- 
posed to call a witness to prove the conversation. 

«Mr. Riyby.—1 wish to call your honour’s attention to 
the fact that there was no promise in writing. 

His Honovr.—There is an Act called Lord Tenterden’s 
Act. 

Plaintiff said that when Gardiner was taken he left a great 
deal of property behind him, and his stepson Davis had a 
long conversation with him, after which it was agreed that 
defendant should pay the £18 balance, 

Mr, Righy.—We deny it. 

His Hoxnour.—You do not sue defendant as executor de 
son tort, 

Mr. Dodd,—Oh, no; le is not dead. 

His Honovurn.—How is this, Mr. Dodd ? 
alive, 

Mr. Dodd.—I cannot carry the case any further. 

Mr. Righy.—There is no case. 

His Honovun.—I had better nonsuit you, Mr, 
so that at some future time you could come again, 

Order accordingly. —_——— 

HAMMERSMITH POLICE COURT. 
(Before Mr. INGHAM.) 

An Unlicensed Place of Worship.—Singular Proceedings. 

—Mr. Henry Marchmont, of No. 2, Colville-gardens, 


COURT FOR 





The man is still 


Dodd, 








Notting-hill, and of Christ Chureh, Elgin-road, calling 
himself the Rev. Henry Marchmont, was summoned by 
Mr. Matthew Henry Fielde, for an alleged breach of the 
statute 52 Geo. 3, ¢. 155, s. 2 (the Religious Worship 
Regulation Act). 

The case appeared to excite considerable interest, as the 
reserved part of the court and the seats round the solicitors’ 
table were filled by respectably-dressed persons. The de- 
fendant sat by the side of his solicitor, Mr. Pocock. 

Mr. Collins, barrister, read the clause of the Act under 
which the summons was issued, by which the defendant 
had rendered himself liable to a penalty not exceeding £20, 
and not less than 20s. It appeared that the defendant 
carried on a congregational meeting in an iron church in 
the Elgin-road, where he administered the sacrament and 
performed the usual oftices of the Established Church. 
On the part of the prosecution it was contended that as the 
defendant permitted congregations to meet in the building 
and held out that he was a clergyman, it was incumbent 
on him to show the building was licensed in some way, 
according to law. 

The complainant said he resided at 24, Queen’s-road, 
Norland-square. He knew the place called Christ Church 
in Elgin-road. On Sunday evening, the 13th ult., he went 
to the building, where he saw the defendant officiate as a 
clergyman, and heard him read the form of prayer, which 
was precisely the same as of the Church of England. He 
was then referred by Mr. Collins to a pamphlet referring 
to the festival of dedication of the Church, in which the 
defendant was represented as the Rev. Henry Marchmont, 
incumbent minister. He said he continued to attend the 
services until the spring of 1863. He saw the defendant 
officiating on every occasion but one. The average number 
of the congregation did not exceed 500. On the 13th ult. 
the building was full so faras he could see. The church 
might hold 800 or 1,000 persons. There were more than 
twenty persons present. Other similar testimony having 
been given, 

Mr. Pocock raised several points, of which the only 
material one was that section 2 of the Act of Geo. 3 had 
been repealed by the 15 & 16 Vict. c. 36, s. 1, which 
was itself, including the preamble, subsequently repealed by 
the 18 & 19 Vict. c. 81, s. 2. He pointed out to the magis- 
trate that there was no penalty provided for unless they 
proceeded under the 52 Geo, 3. 

Mr. IncuAM inquired under what particular denomination 
the service of the church was performed. 

Mr. Pocock argued that it was immaterial to anybody what 
it was. He admitted that the defendant held no licence from 
the bishop, neither was the building consecrated. Under 
the last Act, the congregation were at liberty to have their 
building registered without admitting their denomination. 

Mr. Collins, in reply, denied that the Act of the 52 
Geo. 8, had been repealed. He said the Act to which re- 
ference had been made was passed for the benefit of reli- 
gious toleration, and enabled dissenting congregations to 
avoid the course laid down by the 52 Geo. 3, and to 
have their building certified by the Registrar-General. If 
the building in question was not certified or registered, the 
defendant had rendered himself liable to the penalty. 

Mr. INGHAM took a note of the objections, and adjourned 
the summons, to enable him to form an opinion upon the 


case, 





LIVERPOOL COUNTY COURT. 
(Before Mr, Serjeant Wuretrr, Judge.) 

Dee. 6.—King v. Goldrick.—The plaintit¥ sued the defen- 
dant, James Goldrick, who advertises himself as an attorney- 
at-law, in Brunswick-street, for £3 10s., which he had 
deposited with the defendant. 

Mr. Thornley appeared for the plaintiff; the defendant did 
not appear. The plaintiff had sought the assistance of the 
defendant in an endeavour to obtain a divorce from his wife, 
and deposited with him £3 10s., with a view to the presen- 
tation of a petition. In the meantime the plaintiff was 
summoned before the county magistrates for havingneglected 
to maintain his wife. In reply to the charge, he pleaded his 
wife’s misconduct; but the magistrates, after having heard 
the case, made an order against him for an allowance to his 
wife. Subsequently the plaintiff changed his attorney, 
and applied to the defendant for the return of the money 
which he had deposited with him, subject to the deduction 
of a guinea, which he allowed to the defendant for the 
services he had rendered. The defendant refused to return 
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the £2 9s., and said that the expenses connected with the 
matter which the plaintiff had entrusted to him amounted to 
£10, 

His Honour said, as the defendant did not appear, he 
had no alternative but to give judgment for the plaintiff for 
the amount claimed. - 

MANCHESTER COUNTY COURT. 
(Before E. Ovens, Esq., Judge.) 

Dee, 7.—Hankinson v. Jones.—The plaintiff in this case 
is a solicitor, and the action was brought upon a bill of costs 
for £13 9s. 2d., under the following circumstances:—The 
defendant employed Mr. Hankinson, in January, to take 
proceedings on a bill of exchange against a Mr. Mawdsley, 
of Northwich, and he obtained judgment. Mawdsley 
afterwards wrote to Mrs. Jones, the mother of the present 
defendant, asking her to intercede with her son that exe- 
cution might be stayed. The defendant consequently 
instructed the complainant to give Mawdsley a little longer 
time for payment. This was done, and a further request 
for indulgence was made and complied with, there being, 
however, all the time, bailiffs in possession of Mawdsley’s 
goods. In the meantime Mawdsley was made a bankrupt, 
and Mr. Jones lost his money. The complainant now 
sought to recover his costs, which consisted chiefly of money 
actually paid for levying the distraint on Mawdsley. 

The defence was that the plaintiff had neglected to advise 
his client in a proper manner; but it was stated, on behalf 
of the plaintiff, that it was on the defendant’s strong repre- 
sentation of Mawdsley’s respectability that he advised the 
course adopted. 

The JupGE gave judgment for the plaintiff for £10 4s, 8d. 
He said he thought the bailiffs’ charges were excessive. 








ASSIZE INTELLIGENCE, 
NorTHERN Circuit. 
MANCHESTER. 
Dee, 7.—At the close of their duties yesterday morning, 
the grand jury at the Manchester assizes made the following 


- presentment :— 


“*The grand jury of the county of Laneaster, at the Man- 
chester winter assizes for 1864, do hereby present that the 
prospect of public executions in Manchester, consequent 
on the transfer of the assizes to Manchester, is to them a 
matter of great anxiety. 

“‘The southern division of the county of Lancaster and 
adjacent portions of Cheshire and the West Riding of York- 
shire contain an aggregate population surrounding the city 
of Manchester much larger than is comprised in a district 
of similar extent surrounding the city of London, and, 
looking to the scenes which took place at a recent execution 
in the metropolis, the grand jury see reason to fear that 
public executions in Manchester would probably be at- 
tended by assemblages of such a character as to be dangerous 
to the public peace, and beyond all ordinary powers of police 
control. 

“The grand jury, therefore, desire to convey to her Ma- 
jesty’s Government, through the judges of assize, the ex- 
pression of their hope that measnres may be taken for giving 
power to hold executions for the Hundred of Salford, under 
proper regulations, within the precincts of the gaol. 

Ron. N. Purirps, Foreman.” 

Mr. Justice Blackburn intimated that he would forward 
the recommendation to the proper quarter. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Luoyn’s Bonps. 

The following interesting letter appeared in the Man- 
chester Guardian :— 

Sir,—That portion of the publie who advance money to 
railway contractors on the security of Lloyd's bonds are 
under some obligation to you for referring, from time to 
time, to the subject of these securities, as they are called. 
Having paid some attention to the proceedings when these 
bonds have been questioned, it has appeared to me that the 
Courts have not as yet got completely hold of the question. 
A railway company in going to Parliament has to show an 
estimate of the cost of the proposed undertaking, and power 
is given to raise the necessary capital by shares and deben- 
tures. Suppose you intend investing in the undertaking, 
you may know the length of the line, which may be twenty 








miles, and something of the resources of the district, and 
you feel that you may with safety take up a portion of a 
sapital of, say £200,000, or £10,000 per mile; the ‘*com- 
pany” being restricted by Act of Parliament from going 
beyond the capital named. Now, suppose the line finished, 
and the capital increased by Lloyd’s bonds to £400,000, and 
the line not really worth £100,000! Have you any doubt 
what will ultimately be the decision of the law courts? But 
the great element of confusion in the mind of the Courts is 
the ‘‘company.”’ Now, to mean anything in the sense relied 
upon, there should be a body of gentlemen with something 
to lose by the concern, and independent of the contractor; 
so that the latter should not get even Lloyd’s bonds beyond 
value received. But, in truth, there is no such company. 
The first thing the contractor takes is the whole of the ordi- 
nary share capital of the company, leaving just so much as, 
being presented to friends, qualifies for the office of director. 
These shares carry the power of the company, debenture- 
holders and holders of preference shares generally having no 
voters. In this way the ‘‘company ” is really the contractor 
himself, and the bonds are from, to, and for the same 
person. 

If the railways made under this system of ‘‘ finance” be 
really such properties that they will bear the fearful amount 
heaped upon them, all will be well; if they are poor, and 
unequal to the burden, somebody will have to go empty 
away. D. B. 

Dee. 2. 

DrFAULT oF IssvE. 

Sir, —In answer to the question of your correspondent, ‘A 
Country Subscriber,” * I beg to say that it appears te me that 
the settled moneys will, upon A. B.'s death without issue, form 
part of the wife’s personal estate, and that upon the husband 
constituting himself her administrator, he will be entitled to 
the moneys absolutely, after paying her debts (Will. Pers. 
Pro, 2 Steph. Com.). If the husband be not living at A. B.’s 
death, the wife’s next-of-kin must administer her estate; 
but they will be trustees of what they receive for the next- 
of-kin of the husband (Roper’s Husband and Wife). 

Dudley, Dee. 7. Epwp. C, JEWKES. 

EASEMENTS. 

Sir, —A. built several houses on land adjoining the waste 
land of a manor. A portion of the waste between these 
houses and the high road was enclosed with the consent of 
the lord of the manor, leaving a road (a) seven feet wide, 
between the houses and the part so enclosed, to serve as a 
communication between the high road and the common 
well of the district, which had always previously been 
approached over this waste. A. has lately built a wall across 
road (a), to the annoyance and inconvenience of the neigh- 
bours requiring to use the well. Can he be compelled to 
pull down this wall? If so, by what proceedings, and who 
are the proper parties to institute them? I should be 
obliged to some of your readers if they would answer these 
questions. Epwp. C, JEWKEs. 

Dudley, Dec. 7. 


FINES AND RECOVERIES ACT, ° 

Sir,—A surviving trustee under a will dies intestate with 

regard to his trust estates, leaving a married daughter, his 

heiress-at-law, him surviving. Upon her and her husband 

conveying the trust estates, releasing mortgages in fee, &e., 

is it necessary for the wife to be examined by perpetnal 
commissioners, and the deeds acknowledged ? A. K. 


Mippiesex Reeistry. 

Sir, —When is anything to be done about the Middlesex 
Registry? 1 can hardly understand how it is that the pro- 
fession give the authorities, whoever they may be, any rest 
until some of its worst evils are removed. I do not allude 
to the expense and inconvenience of the registration itself, 
which many think greatly exceed the benetits supposed to 
be derived from it, but I refer to the miserable accommoda- 
tion, if that word is applicable, provided for the transaction 
of business at the Registry Office. 

The office on the ground-floor is so small that there is 
hardly standing room, particularly during the busy part of 
the day; and all persons who are unfortunate enongh to be 








* 9 Sol. Jour, 83, 
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under the necessity of making searches, suffer the greatest 
inconveniences. These facts are so notorious that I need not 
enlarge upon them. 

The state of things is, however, rapidly getting worse, 
owing to the great increase of business and accumulation of 
papers, and requires immediate attention, Even the officials 
do not know what they are to do with the future memorials 
and books. 

It would be only just that every shilling of the large funds 
collected from the public, beyond what is absolutely neces- 
sary for the requirements of the office, should be applied for 
their benefit—instead of which I understand that there are 
three or four registrars, each of whom gets nearly £2,000 
a-year. If this be so, itis a most unjustifiable waste of public 
money, and a misapplication of swms sufficient, in a few 
years, to procure a suitable building for the office. I should 
think no one would be more puzzled than the registrars to 
say what they are wanted for. One registrar would be quite 
enough, and even he would be more ornamental than useful. 
It would be interesting to see a return of the days of attend- 
ance of the registrars, and of the work done by them. It 
would not take long to make. Meanwhile the working 
officials have almost more to do than they can get through, 
and are hindered in doing it by their miserable office. 

This, sir, is a subject in which your Journal might render 
great service, by keeping it before the public until something 
is done; and I do trust that if the authorities will not find a 
proper office without pressure, the Law Society will give them 
notice to quit, which may produce some effect. J. A. 

Dee. he 


Tue New Jupements, &e. Act. 

Sir,—The Act of last session (27 & 28 Vict. c. 112) seems 
to have caused considerable confusion as to the present state 
of the law affecting lands, in respect of past and future judg- 
ments, statutes, &e. 

This confusion cannot, I think, be attributed to the Act it- 
self; the preamble, and indeed the whole phraseology of the 
Act, is most comprehensive, plain, and concise, and only re- 
quires that the practitioner should have a fair knowledge of 
the previous law on the subject to enable him to compre- 
hend the full effect and bearing of the Act in question. 
Whether or not the Legislature have, in thus amending 
the law, adopted the wisest course, it is not my purpose to 
enter into, as I conceive that, as lawyers, all we have to do 
is to put a construction on the law as it stands, and not to 
rail against that which wecannotalter. (7) That the profession 
should come toa clear understanding of the existing law with 
regard ‘to judgments, is all-important; I therefore feel no 
hesitation in troubling you with this letter. 

A judgment, &c., is, pursuant to 1 & 2 Vict. ¢. 110, an 
equitable charge on lands, &e., but, prior to the recent Act, 
did not bind a bond fide purchaser or mortgagee unless duly 
registered at the Common Pleas within five years preceding 
the conveyance or mortgage. 

Now, the Act of last session relates only to future judy- 
ments, and consequently the law as to all judgments entered 
up at the time of the passing of the Act is still unchanged. 

I use the words entered up, because all judgments signed, 
but not registered, are equitable charges on land, &c., and, 
when duly registered at the Common Pleas, will bind all 
purchasers or mortgagees whose conveyance or mortgage is 
dated within five years from the date of the registration. 

From this it will be seen at a glance, that if there was 
any advantage attaching to registration, that advantage still 
continues in full force as to past judgments, and it cannot be 
anticipated (as ‘°C. F. 'T.,” * assures us) that the registra- 
tion of old judgments will be discontinued as valueless, 
or that the hitherto accustomed search can with safety 
he dispensed with, 

The only case [ can see in which it will be safe to dis- 
pense with the usual search is that of the vendor having 
been born since July, 1843, who acquired the lands, &e. by 
act of parties. 

I have now, I hope, somewhat cleared the ground of the 
difficulties which beset your correspondents as to the old 
law, and prevented them from forming a correct judgment 
upon the new Act; the effect of which I will now proceed 
to discuss. 

Judgments, statutes, and recognizances entered up after 
the passing of the Act, are no longer a charge upon lands, 
&e,, until such lands shall have been actually delivered 


* 8 Sol. Jour. 977. 
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under a writ of e/egit to the judgment ereditor, and no 
registration of a judgment, &c., will affect a purchaser, or 
mortgagee. The creditor, having been put in possession by 
the sheriti, may (if his writ be duly registered) apply to the 
Court of Chancery for an order for sale ; or he may retain 
possession until his debt and costs be realized out of the 
profits of the land. The latter option furnishes an obvious 
reason for making the registration of the writ of execution 
obligatory, for otherwise the judgment debtor might fraudu- 
lently dispose of the lands to a purchaser who would have 
no means of discovering the adverse possession of the tenant 
by eleyit. 

The effect of this Act will, owing to the great difficulties 
attending the process by writ of « legit, doubtless be to free 
lands from all- future judgments, &e.; but I think your 
correspondents will, upon reflection, agree with me that 
they have been somewhat hasty in the conclusion they have 
‘ome to. We 

Dec. 7. 

[(a) We protest against this doctrine of our correspondent; 
it is as much part of our legitimate functions to expose de- 
fects in the law, where they exist, as to interpret.—Ep. 8, J.] 


CONVEYANCING, 

Sir,—In Twynam v. Pickard, jun., 2 Barn. & Ald. 105, 
it was held that covenant will lie by the assignee of the 
reversion of part of the demised premises, against the lessee 
for not repairing; but in Knight’s case, 5 Co. 55b., it was 
expressly held (as was stated by Holroyd, J.,in the former 
case) that the severance of any part of a reversion destroyed 
the whole condition of re-entry, which was entire. 

With a view probably to remedy that inconvenience, it 
was enacted by 22 & 23 Vict. c. 35 s. 3— 

‘Where the reversion upon a lease is severed, and the 
rent or other reservation is legally apportioned, the assignee 
of each part ofa reversion shall, in respect of the apportioned 
rent or other reservation allotted or belonging to him, have 
and be entitled to the benefit of all conditions or powers 
of re-entry for non-payment of the original rent or other 
reservation, in like manner as if such conditions or powers 
had been reserved to him as incident to his part of the re- 
version in respect of the apportioned rent or other reserva- 
tion allotted or belonging to him.” 

The language of the clause is not perhaps strictly correct, 
as it seems that it should have referred to the ‘* reversion 
of a part” rather than to a ‘ part of the reversion ;” how- 
ever, the word ‘‘severed” shows that the clause applies to 
the reversion of a part; and it may be assumed that the 
clause is sufficient to relieve the assignee of the reversion of 
a part from the inconvenience above referred to. 

But it seems questionable whether the clause affords any 
relief to the reversioner himself, who has assigned the 
reversion of part, and retained the reversion of the residue. 

An answer from any of your learned readers will greatly 


oblige, W. M. W. 


FoRFEITURE. 

Sir, —I have some recollection of seeing a statement in one 
of your back numbers, that an Act of Parliament had been 
passed last session, abolishing all future forfeiture of the 
property of a con victed fe lon. 

Last Monday night, on attending a lecture delivered by 
Mr. Montague Cookson at the Law Institution, Chancery- 
lane, this recollection was strengthened by the lecturer al- 
luding to the passing of the Act in question. 

After this, I was certainly rather surprised at a fellow- 
clerk saying that ‘‘he believed no such Act had passed.” I 
then went to Messrs. Spottiswoode & Eyre’s, and asked for 
the Act, but, as I did not know its chapter, [ could not 
obtain it. 

Can you give me any assistance, by kindly inserting this 
letter in your next number? A TENANT FoR LIFE, 

Dee. 2. 

[We believe that a Bill of the nature mentioned was intro- 
duced, but not passed, and that the reference referred to by 


; our correspondent was to this Bill while in Parliament.*— 


Ep. 8. J.] 
MacisTERTAL Honovrs, 
Sir,—As I read your note in your Journal of the 3rd inst., 
it would appear that Mr. Henry is the first magistrate who 
pee ne a a Oe a = a ena 
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has received the honour of knighthood. This is not the | ble even if the Lord-Ordinary’s interlocutor had become 


case, [remember Sir Richard Birnie, who filled the chief 
seat at Bow-street many years. He had been formerly a 
saddler, and carried on business in Whitcomb-street, Hay- 
market. I am not aware of the distinction having 
been conferred on any other “inferior judge” since his 
time to the present. AN OLp Lime. 

[We are obliged to our correspondent. We were not aware 
of Sir Richard Birnie’s case. —Ep, 8. J.J 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Donatp Matcoim Locir, Esq., now Legal Vice-Consul, 
Cancellier, and Registrar of the Consular Court at Smyrna, 
to be her Majesty’s Consul-General at Constantinople. 








SCOTLAND. 


COURT OF SESSION, 

Dee. 10.—The Yelverton Marriage Cuse.—The Court gave 
judgment on the cross applications in this case, the particu- 
lars of which have already appeared in our columns. * 

The Lorp Presipentr.—A discussion has arisen here on a 
motion by Major Yelverton to apply the judgment of the 
House of Lords; and we have before us also a note by Mrs, 
Theresa Longworth or Yelverton to be allowed to prove 
certain matters of ves noviter. His lordship recapitulated 
the various steps in the case, from its origin to the judgment 
in the House of Lords. He then proceeded as follows:— 
Major Yelverton presents the petition, asking us to apply 
the judgment of the House of Lords, and in terms thereof to 
refuse the reclaiming note of the said Miss Theresa Long- 
worth against the interlocutor of the Lord-Ordinary, and to 
adhere to that interlocutor, save as to damages and expenses. 
In opposition to this, a demand is made on the part of the 
pursuer in the declarator of marriage to have certain new 
matter received, added to the record, and remitted to proba- 
tion. He then described the nature of the new matter pro- 
posed to be received, and added:—Now, that which is pro- 
posed to be so added is not matter that could have entered 
into the original record. It is not matter of fact to be proved 
n that way as a ground of action. It is matter of evidence 
to instruet that which was averred in the record—sufficiently 
averred—and if receivable on the record as evidence, could 
have been received and made available under the record as it 
stood. That the pursuer knew that there had been commu- 
nications between Major Yelverton and his brother in re- 
ference to this matter of marriage and the position of the 
parties isa thing not to be disputed. It may be that she 
was not aware of this particular admission; but that appears 
to me to be nothing more than the discovery of additional 
proof in support of what has been already brought. The 
bond fide ignorance of the proof that existed would therefore 
not be a ground of opening up the case. Furthermore, this 
evidence, looking to its nature and character, is not of the 
most direct or strong kind desirable in such a case, or evi- 
dence at all calculated to affect the judgment in the case, 
because it is endeavouring to establish what had been said by 
some deceased party in reference to another person also de- 
ceased, The House of Lords have pronounced judgment 
upon the evidence as it exists, and they have remitted to us 
to do certain things consistent with that judgment. Now, 
it would require something very strong indeed to make me 
feel that we ought to deviate into another state of matters, 
and allow another procedure under which this direction and 
judgment of the House of Lords must fall to the ground. I 
therefore think that upon all these grounds we ought not to 
entertain this motion, but to pronounce a judgment refusing 
the crave of the note, and applying the judgment of the 
House of Lords in terms thereof. 

Lord CuRRIEHILL, after a few words descriptive of the 
progress of the case, said—The party against whom we are 
directed by that remit to pronounce judgment requests us 
not to do so, but allow her to adduce further evidence by 
parole in support of her allegations as to her having been 
married to Major Yelverton in Seotland. I am of opinion 
that the application for additional proof by parole (for I say 
nothing as to what might be the ease if evidence of a 
different kind had been tendered) would have heen inadmissi- 

*9 Sol. Jour. 105, 127. ims 

+ Anglice, prayer of the petition. 














final without the cause having gone to the House of Lords. 
Still more is this the case when it has been adjudged by 
that House that that is the law of this case. 

Lord Deas.—There are some points involved in this dis- 
cussion about which I have not much doubt. 1 have no 
doubt that it is competent at any time in the course of a 
cause to tender a condescendence of res noviter, and I am 
not disposed to doubt that the discovery of new evidence 
bearing on the ground of action may be made the subject of 
such a condescendence, The stronger the effect which the 
law gives to the plea of res judicata, the more necessary it is 
that a party should not be excluded from any inquiry which 
is conpetent before a judgment has been pronounced which 
is the ves judicata. 1am not therefore able to say that this 
application is absolutely incompetent.* The difficulty is 
whether, looking to the terms of the judgment of the House 
of Lords, the application does not become incompetent in 
consequence of those terms. But [ entirely agree with your 
lordships that this is not an application which can be pro- 
perly granted, Unless the new proof is such as will satisfy 
the minds of those judges who thought the former proof 
insufficient—unless it goes that length it would be of no use, 
and I must put myself into a position of those other judges 
who do think the proof insufficient. The only substantive 
thing proposed to be proved is that a deceased person, 
Sarah Mullins, when she was dying, said that she had 
heard a conversation between Major Yelverton and_ his 
brother, when his brother was in his last illness, in which 
the major admitted the marriage. Anything beyond that 
is quite vague. The only other thing that is mentioned 
at all is that they offer to prove—I do not know how—that 
this brother was under the belief that the major was 
married, and that that belief was brought about by con- 
versations with him. That also is very vague and very 
unsatisfactory. I myself was under the belief that she was 
married, but this turned out to be wrong, and the brother 
might be wrong too. And, looking to all the difficulties in 
the case, I agree with your lordships in thinking that this 
is not an application we can with propriety grant. 

Lord ARDMILLAN concurred, 

The Lorp Prestpent.—Then we refuse the application, 
and apply the judgment. 

The Lord-Advocate then tendered the following minute : 
—‘*The pursuer in the declarator of marriage hereby re- 
fers the whole case to the oath of the defender, the said 
William Charles Yelverton.—(Signed) Tutresa YELVER- 
TON.” 

The Solicitor-General resisted this motion, The pursuer 
might give notice of motion to be made hereafter, and pro- 
ceed with that motion to be allowed to give ina minute of 
reference ; and when that course was taken, it could be pro- 
perly met. 

The Lord-Advocate.—Where a minute of reference is 
competent, it can be considered at any time, after the 
application of judgment as before; and | apprehend that 
your lordships may stop the ease at any stage at which 
a minute of reference is tendered. 

The Lorp-PRESIDENT.—The Lord Advocate’s course would 
be to give in a note asking leave to refer to oath, and that 
would be put to the roll in the usual course. 

The Lord-Advocate stated that that course would be 
taken, 

Counsel for the pursuer—The Lord-Advocate, Mr. J. 
Campbell Smith, and Mr. A. Nicolson. 

Counsel for the defender—The Solicitor-General, My. E. 
S. Gordon, and Mr. John Millar. 


IRELAND. 





EXTRAORDINARY TRIALS. 

We announced some weeks since + that some trials calen- 
lated to excite peculiar interest would occupy the courts 
during the after sittings. During last week the charge 
against a clergyman for desecration of the parochial church- 
yard was disposed of— 


COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH. 
(Before the Lorn Cuter Justice and a Special Jury.) 
The Queen v. the Rev. W. S. Kennedy and Henry Ruther- 


ford.—This was a prosecution in the name of the Master of 





*9 Sol. Jour. 107, + Anglice, inadmissible. 
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the Crown Office, prosecuting for the Queen, against the Rev. 
W. Kennedy (curate), and Henry Rutherford  (church- 
warden), for the disturbance and removal of human remains 
from the churchyard of St. Doulough’s, county Dublin. 

The Solicitor-General, Serjeant Sullivan, Messrs. J. 2. 
Walsh, Q.C., and Waters, instructed by Mr. Mostyn, soli- 
citor to the Treasury, prosecuted; Messrs. Whiteside, Q.C., 
Macdonogh, Q.C., and Ganble, instructed by Mr. Gerrard, 
were for the traversers. 

During the case it transpired that Mr. Kennedy had aeted 
under an order or precept of the Ecclesiastical Commissioners; 
and upon an intimation from the Chief Justice, at the close of 
the case, of the view he had taken of the evidence, the 
counsel for the Crown decided upon entering a xnolle 
prosequi. 

During the present week, the other case we then referred 
to has been at trial. 
COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 

(Before Chief Justice MonAnan and a Special Jury.) 

Action for libel.—Travers vy. Wilde and Wife.—This was 
an action for libel. The plaintiff, Mary Josephine Travers, 
is the daughter of Dr. Travers, sub-librarian of Marsh's 
Library, and the defendants are Sir William Wilde, the 
oculist, and Jane Francesca, his wife, both writers of dis- 
tinguished reputation. Damages were laid at £2,000. The 
alleged libel was contained in a letter written by Lady 
Wilde to Dr. Travers, the father of the plaintiff, which was 
charged by the plaintiff as a libel reflecting on her charac- 
ter and chastity, and Sir William Wilde was joined in the 
action as a co-defendant for conformity. The defences 
pleaded were—first, a plea of ‘No libel;” secondly a denial 
of the defamatory sense imputed by the plaint; thirdly, a 
denial of the publication alleged; and, fourthly, a justifica- 
tion. The plea was grounded upon the following cireum- 
stances:—That the plaintiff, who had been an acquaintance 
of Lady Wilde, took umbrage at some supposed slights 
which she thought her ladyship had put upon her, and from 
that time forward she conceived the desire of insulting and 
annoying her, by various ways and means, and, amongst 
others, by publishing a certain scandalous and immodest 
pamphlet, under the title of ‘‘Florence Boyle Price; or, A 
Warning,” by ‘‘Speranza,” the wellyknown nom de plume 
of Lady Wilde,—in which the plaintiff, under the assumed 
name of Florence Boyle Price, would make it appear that 
a person therein styled Dr. Quilp (whom she afterwards 
admitted to have been intended for Sir Wm. Wilde) had 
made an attempt upon her virtue; and caused divers doggrel 
verses and additional articles to be inserted in the Dublin 
Weekly Advertise, signing some of them with the name of 
“Speranza; and had also addressed to the defendants 
divers insulting and offensive letters, and had employed a 
number of boys at Bray for hire to vend quantities of the 
pamphlet immediately about the vicinity of Lady Wilde's 
then residence, accompanying same with a large placard, 
describing it as Sir W. Wilde’s lecture, and that they did 
so under her surveillance and guidance. Another averment, 
that the only publication of the alleged libel was in the 
form of a letter written by Lady Wilde to Dr, Travers, the 
father of the plaintiff, which letter was enclosed in a sealed 
envelope, and addressed to him, and that she so wrote the 
letter with the bond fide and honest desire of informing Dr. 
Travers of the scandalous and disgraceful conduct of his 
daughter, and with the sole object and view of endeavouring, 
if possible, to induce him to use his parental influence 
and authority over her, and thereby stop her from further 
degrading herself and her family, and annoying and insult- 
ing her ladyship; and that, at the time she so wrote same, 
she bond fide and honestly believed the statements therein 
made to be true, and that she wrote it without malice, and 
solely with the view and for the purpose stated. 

Mr. Serjt. Armstrong, Mr. Butt, Q.C., Mr. D. C. Heron, 
Q.C., and Mr. Edward J. Quinn, were of counsel for the 
plaintiff; Serjt. Sud/ivan, Mr. Williain J. Sidney, Q.C., Mr. 
Michael Morris, Q.C., Mr. John Adye Curran, and Mr. 
Theobald Purcell, appeared for the defendants. 

The case is likely to oceupy several days ; it is exciting 
the greatest interest in Dublin. As it is still proceeding, we 
defer a report. Se 

KeLiy v. DUNBAR. 

Searcely less interest has been shown in the case which 
terminated in the promovent (who is the judge of the Admi- 
ralty Court) abandoning the residuary clause, which was 
the subject of litigation :— 
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COURT OF PROBATE. 
(Before Judge Keatince and a Special Jury.) 

Serjeant Arimstroug, Dr. Walsh, Q.C., and Dr. Townsend, 
appeared for the plaintiif, Mr. Whiteside, Q.C., Dr. Ball, 
Q.C., and Mr. Fudkiner, tor the defendants ; and Serjeant 
Sullivan for an intervenient, George Marsh Clibborn, a 
minor. 

The Hon. Thomas Frederick Kelly, Judge of her Majesty's 
High Court of Admiralty in Ireland, was plaintiff; and Kate 
Dunbar, Mary A. Dunbar, and Harriet Amelia Dunbar, 
spinsters, were defendants. The object of the suit was to es- 
tablish the will of the late Mrs. Jane Katherine Seale, who 
died on the 15th June last, at Lower Leeson-street, Dublin. 
The will was dated the 4th November, 1863. The defen- 
dants pleaded that the residuary and executorial clauses 
in the will (which appointed Judge Kelly residuary 
legatee and sole executor) formed no part of the last 
will and testament of the testatrix, and that the same 
should be omitted from probate on the ground that this 
portion of the will was induced and procured by the 
undue influence of the plaintiff. The defendants did 
not seek to interfere with the entire of the will, for 
by the earlier portion of it they were left consider- 
able legacies. They were the nieces of the testatrix, to 
whom the promovent was in no way related. It appeared 
that a great intimacy had existed for many years between 
the husband of the testatrix and Judge and Mrs. Kelly. After 
her husband’s death, Mrs. Seale placed great confidence in 
Judge Kelly, and lent him large sums of money. These, 
under the arrangement made to terminate the case, it was 
understood will not be sought for. 

In the course of the trial the following nice question 
arose :— 

The JupGE said that it was alleged that the deceased had 
not testamentary capacity. He wished to know whether it 
was intended to impeach the whole will or only a particular 
bequest; and if so, whether any part of a will which was im- 
peached on the ground of want of capacity in the testator 
could be sustained ? 

Mr. Whiteside said that a will might be impeached as to 
particular bequests, and supported as to other bequests which 
were mentioned in a former will. The jury oul find what 
was the intention of the testator. Mr. Whiteside and Dr. 
Ball cited authorities in support of this view. 

Socrery oF ATTORNEYS AND SOLicrrors. 

A general meeting of this society was held on the 12th 
inst., pursuant to adjournment, at the Solicitors’ Hall, Four 
Courts, for the purpose of receiving the reports of the audi- 
tors of accounts, and of the scrutineers of the ballot. Mr. 
Richard Orpen occupied the chair. 

The former report stated that there was a sum of £125 
17s. 1d. to the credit of the society in November last. 

The only business transacted was the passing of the 
following resolution :—‘‘That this meeting do aftirm the 
principle that a change is necessary in the mode of electing 
members of the council, and that it be referred back to the 
committee who have already reported on the subject to 
inquire and report to a subsequent meeting of the society 
what change is expedient in the mode of electing the coun- 
ch, 











FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE 


FRANCE. 
Deatu or M. Mocavanrp. 

M. Mocquard, the confidential secretary of Louis Napoleon 
Bonaparte, President of the French Republic, Prince 
President of France, and Emperor of the French, one of the 
few remaining lawyers of the First Empire, died at seven 
o'clock on the morning of Friday, December 9. He was 
born at Bordeaux on the 11th of November, 1791, and was 
consequently in his 74th year. Originally intended for the 
profession of the law, he entered upon his studies in Paris in 
the year 1809, as fellow-pupil of Berryer and the elder 
Dupin. It was not, however, till 1813 that he was finally 
admitted a member of the Paris bar, having been in the 
interim engaged as Secretary of Legation at Wurzburg. He 
distinguished himself in many of the forensic struggles which 
marked the Restoration by his wit, eloquence, and Bona- 
partist convictions; his last appearance at the bar was as 
counsel for one of the four sergeants of La Rochelle, who were 
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executed in 1822 for a Bonapartist conspiracy, and whose 
death did much to alienate popular feeling from the clder 
branch of the Bourbons. 

After the Revolution of July, 1830, M. Mocequard, though 
by no means forfeiting his Bonapartist predilections, and 
keeping up a correspondence with Queen Hortense and 
Louis Bonaparte, accepted office under ‘Louis Philippe, and 
became sous prefet at Bagneres de Bigorre, a position which 
he resigned in 1839 for the purpose of joining ‘‘ Prince 
Louis” in London. On the election of Louis Napoleon to 
the Presidency of the Republic, he became his secretary and 
chef du cabinet. It may be observed that ‘‘ electoral com- 
mittees ” were not then so odious in Bonapartist nostrils as 
now, and that M. Mocquard was one of the most active 
members of the ‘electoral committee” formed to promote 
the ** Prince’s” election. When the last French Revolution 
oceurred, on the 2nd December, 1851, M. Mocquard played 
an important part therein. Since that time he has rested 
secure, as the most intimate and confidential friend (if not the 
only friend) of the man for whose elevation he had so con- 
sistently and perseveringly laboured. He leaves two sons, 
one of whom is an ofticer in the ¢ army, and two daughters. 

RIGHT OF INTERMENT. 

The Civil Tribunal of Lyons has just given judgment in 
a suit of a most extraordinary kind. A M com- 
menced proceedings against his son’s widow, who has 
recently re-married, to recover the body of his son, interred 
in the tomb of his wife’s family. The Tribunal rejected the 
demand, on the ground that the survivor of a married 
couple has a legal right to select a place of interment for his 
or her deceased e onsort, and that this right can only be set 
aside for serious reasons, which did not exist in the present 
case. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


METROPOLITAN wee PROVINCIAL LAW ASSO- 
ATION. 


The Metropolitan wa ie Law Association have 
issued the following important circular:— 
LEGISLATIVE RESULTS OF THE SESSION, 1864. 
Of the 121 Acts of Parliament passed in 1864, almost the 
only one of great — interest to the profession is the 


Act to Amend the Law relating to Future Judgments, 
Statutes, and Recognizances. There are, however, among 
the number, several having a minor general professional 
importance, and some which concern solicitors having 
practice of aspecial character. It has therefore been thought 
right to include in this circular a notice of the enactments 
coming under these classes, as well as a full epitome of the 
Judgments, &e., Act 

27 Vict. c. 13, Charitable Assurance Enrolments.—This 
Act further extends the time for enrolling charitable assur- 
ances under 24 & 25 Vict. e. 9, to the 17th May, 1866, and 
makes provision for cases where the original deed creating a 
charitable trust has been lost or destroyed. 

27 Vict. c. 18, Stamp Duties.—The Act to grant certain 
duties of customs and inland revenue (inter alia) extends 
(s. 11) the liability to the stamp duties chargeable on 
** settlements,” under 13 & 14 Vict. c. 97, to foreign or 
colonial money, stocks, or funds (to be estimated according 
to the rate of exchange, or their value in the English market) 
(s. 13), and declares (s, 12) that in the case of the settlement 
of any principal sum secured by bond, policy of insurance, 


or covenant, the same shall be chargeable as a settlement of 


such principal sum, except that in case of a policy of insur- 
ance, if there be no provision made for payment of the 
premiums, then the duty is only to be chargeable on the 
value of the policy at the date of the settlement. It also 
(schedule C) reduces the duty on fire insurance in respect of 
stock-in-trade to 1s. 6d. per cent.; on powers of attorney for 
sale of Government Stocks not exceeding £20 in value, to 
5s.; on powers for the receipt of dividends or interest on any 
stock or shares, if for only one payment, to 1s., or if for more 
than one payment, to 5s.; 
Government Stock be under £3, the power for its receipt to 
be exempt from duty; and on proxies and voting papers, for 
use at one meeting only, to 1d. It also (schedule D) fixes 
the income tax for the year at 6d. in the pound. 

27 & 28 Vict. c. 56, Stamp Duties.—This Act (inter alia) 
extends the provisions of the foregoing as to stamps on 


or if annual dividends on any | 





powers of attorney for receipt of dividenie | to idin Stock, 
&e. It also enacts (s. 4) that probate or administration 
duty shall be chargeable in respect of the deceased's interest 
in British ships at sea, and extends (s. 5) the exemption from 
such duty to estates not exceeding £100 in value. 

27 & 28 Vict. c. 90, Stamp Duties.—This Act amends 

18 of this session by defining that powers of attorney for 
sabe are not to be liable to higher duty beeause also for re- 

ceipt of dividends, and exempts from duty written requests 
for payment of dividends or interest to third persons, if 
under hand only of the proprietor of the stock or shares, &e. 

27 & 28 Vict. ec, 28, 24, and 25, Naval Prize Acts.— 
These not being Acts of general interest, it will suffice to re- 
fer those concerned in the matter of naval prize to them by 
stating that the first, the Naval Prize Acts Repeal Act, 
1864, “repeals for the most part the fifty-six former Acts 
mentioned in its schedule. ‘The second, the Naval Agency 
and Distribution Act, 1864, provides for the appointment, 
duties, and remuneration of agents for ships of war, and for 
the distribution of salvage, bounty, and prize-money. The 
third, the Naval Prize Act, 1864, confers on the High C ourt 
of Admiralty jurisdiction as a prize court throughout her 
Majesty’s dominions, subject to appeal to the Judicial Com- 
mittee of the Privy Council. By section 14, no prize court 
officer is to act as an advocate, proctor, solicitor, or agent in 
any prize cause or appeal ; nor (by section 15) is any proctor 
or solicitor, either by himself or his partner, to be concerned 
for adverse parties in any such cause or appeal 

27 & 28 Vict. c. 29, Insane Prisoners’ Act Amendment. 
This Act amends the 3 & 4 Vict. c. 54, by repealing its 
first section, under which the recent defeat of justice in 
Townley’s case was effected, and by vesting full discre- 
tionary power in the Secretary of State, in cases of prisoners 
certified to be insane. 

27 & 28 Vict. c. 32, Banking Co-partnerships.—This Act 
empowers banking co-partnerships registered under 7 Geo. 
4, c. 46, and who issue their own bank notes under 7 & 8 
Vict. e. 32, who shall discontinue such issue, and shall 
commence and carry on banking in London or within sixty- 
five miles thereof, to sue and be sued in the name of their 
public officer. 

27 & 28 Vict. c. 36, Army Prize.—The Army Prize 
(Shares of Deceased) Act, 1864, amends the Act con- 
solidating the law relating to the payment of army prize 
money (2 & 3 Will. 4, ¢. 53) by repealing its 25th section, 
and empowering the authorities of Chelsea Hospital to pay 
the share of prize money, not exceeding £50, belonging to 
any deceased, to the persons entitled, “without probate of 
the will or administration to the estate of any deceased 
being taken out. 

27 & 28 Vict. c. 37, Chimney Sweepers.—The Chimney 
Sweepers’ Regulation Act, 1864, amends and extends the 
Chimney Sweepers’ and Chimneys Regulation Act, 1840, 
by placing further restrictions on the employment of 
children under ten, and persons under sixteen years of age. 

27 & 28 Vict. c. 44, Divorce.—This Act supplies a casus 
omissus in the Divorce Act, 20 & 21 Vict. ¢. 85, s, 21, as to 
orders of protection of property of deserted wives, by pro- 
viding that where such an order has been made by a police 
magistrate who shall have since died or been removed, or 
have become incapable of acting, any application for the 
discharge of such order may be made to the magistrate for 
the time being acting as the suecessor or in plae e of the 
magistrate who made “the order, 

27 & 28 Vict. c. 45, Settled Estates.—This Act further 
amends the aie and Bales of Settled Estates Act, 19 & 20 
Vict. ec. 120, by providing that conditions that leases shall 
be settled by the Court shall not be inserted in orders under 
s. 10 of such Act, except where there are special reasons for 
so doing, or the applicants desire it. Such conditions al- 
ready inserted may be struck out by the Court. 

27 & 28 Vict. c. 55, Street Music. —This Act re peals section 
57 of the 2&3 Vict. c. 47, by enabling any metropolitan 
householder, on account of the illness or interruption of 
the ordinary occupations or pursuits of any inmate, or for 
other reasonable or sufficient cause, to compel musicians or 
singers (under penalty not exceeding 40s., or three days’ im- 
prisonment) to cease playing or singing in the street near 
his house. 

97 & 28 Vict. ec. 64, Public Houses.—The Publie House 
Closing Act, 1864, directs all public or refreshment houses 
in the metropolis to be closed between the hours of one and 
four in the morning. 

27 & 28 Vict. c. 65, Clerks of the Peace,—The Clerks of 
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the Peace Removal Act, 1864, enables the Court of Quarter 
Sessions, on the complaint of two justices of the county, to 


| 


tificates by the Board of Trade of fulfilment of the require- 
ments of these Acts, after lying for six weeks on the tables 


suspend or remove from his office the clerk of the peace, for | of both Houses of Parliament without an adverse resolution 


misconduct, although not in the execution of his office. The | 


suspended or removed clerk of the peace may, within three 
months, appeal to the Lord Chancellor. 

27 & 28 Vict. c. 85, Contagious Diseases.—This Act, 
which only applies to the naval and military stations 
named in its first schedule, is merely noticed here in order 
to draw the attention of solicitors to the stringent liability 
imposed by section 48 on the owners and occupiers of house 
property within the limits of those places. The Act is the 
first adoption in this country of any part of the continental 
system in respect of the subject to which it relates. 

“97 & 28 Vict. c. 95, Accidents Compensation.—This Act 
amends Lord Campbell’s Act for compensating the families 
of persons killed by accident (9 & 10 Vict. c. 93) by enabling 
actions for such compensation to be brought in the name or 
names of all or any of the persons beneficially interested, in case 
there is no executor or administrator ; or in case there being 
such representative, no such action is brought by him with- 
in six months after the death of the person killed. It also 
rovides that money may be paid into court in such actions 
in one sum, without regard to its division into shares. 

27 & 28 Vict. c. 112, Judgments, &e.—This important 
statute, intituled ‘An Act to Amend the Law relating to 
Future Judgments, Statutes and Recognizances,” states in its 
preamble that ‘‘it is desirable to assimilate the law affecting 
freehold, copyhold, and leasehold estates, to that affecting 
purely personal estates, in respect of future judgments,” &e. 

Its first section is as follows—viz., ‘‘No judgment, 
statute, or recognizance to be entered up after the passing of 
this Act, shall affeet any land (of whatever tenure) until such 
land shall have been actually delivered in execution by virtue 
of a writ of elegit or other lawful authority, in pursuance of 
such judgment, statute, or recognizance.” 

Section 2 contains the interpretation of terms. 

Section 3 provides that the writs of elegit, &c., shall be 
registered at the Common Pleas Judgment Office, in the 
manner provided by 23 & 24 Vict. c. 38, but in the name of 
the debtor instead of the creditor ; and that no prior registra- 
tion of the judgment, &c., shall be necessary for any purpose 
nor any reference thereto required to be made. 

Section 4 enables any creditor to whom land of his debtor 
shall have been delivered in execution, and whose writ shall 
he duly registered, to obtain from the Court of Chancery, on 
petition in a summary way, on notice to the debtor only, an 
order for the sale of the debtor’s interest in such land. There- 
upon all necessary inquiries as to title, &e., are to be made 
under the direction of the Court, following as far as conve- 
nient the practice with respect to sales of real estates of de- 
ceased persons for payment of debts. 

Section 5 directs the order for sale to be served upon any 
other judgment &c. creditors having charges on the land 
(whether prior or subsequent to the petitioner's charge), who 
after such service are to be bound thereby, and to be at liberty 
to attend the proceedings, and have the benefit thereof. The 
proceeds of the sale are to be distributed among the persons 
found entitled, according to their priorities. 

Section 6 provides that every person claiming any interest 
in such land, through or under the debtor, by any means, 
subsequent to the delivery in execution, shall be bound by 
the order for sale, and all the proceedings consequent thereon. 

27 & 28 Vict. ce. 120 and 121, Railway Companies.—The 
Railway Companies’ Powers Act, 1864, and the Railways 
Construction Facilities Act, 1864, are statutes of a most im- 
portant nature, and of great interest to solicitors acting for 
such companies, though not sufficiently concerning the pro- 
fession in general to be more than briefly described in this 
sketch. The object of the first is to facilitate the obtaining 
of powers by railway companies who are desirous to enter 
into agreements with other companies as to use of lines, 
traflic, tolls, or joint management—or of an extension of 
time for the sale of superfluous land—or to raise additional 
capital, without their being obliged to procure in each case 
aspecial Act. ‘The purpose of the last is to enable persons, 
without obtaining a special Act of Parliament, to make 
branch and other lines of railway, and deviations of railways, 
whether existing or in course of construction, in cases where all 
landowners and other parties beneficially interested consent. 
These Acts will probably save much expense to the public 
and time to Parliament, as the inquiries heretofore carried 
out by Parliamentary committees in such cases will now for 
the most part be condueted by the Board of Trade. Cer- 





of either House, and after being duly published in the 
Gazette, will operate as Acts of Parliament, and are to be 
judicially noticed without being pleaded. 








ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 


Queen's Bench. 
NOTICES OF ADMISSION. 
Hilary Term, 1865. 

(The clerks’ names appear in small capitals, and the attorneys to whom 

acticled or assigned follow in ordinary type.] 

Apcock, Epwarp Harry.—S. Adcock, Cambridge; J. Clear, 
Cambridge. 

Appams, Ricuarp Harriey.—C. R. Lucas, New-square, 
Lincoln’s-inn. 

ATKrINsoN, THOMAS Swarnson.—Thos. Swainson, Lancas- 
ter. 

Baker, Jonn.—Frederick H. Barr, Leeds. 

BARRETT, CHARLES JonHN.—Alfred Anstie, 55, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields. 

BartTrAM, RicHARD.—James D. Waters, Great Yarmouth ; 
Samuel C, Burton, Great Yarmouth; Thomas Paine, 47, 
Gresham House. 

3ATCHELOR, EpwArD James.—J. H. Torr, New Bridge- 
street. 

Bett, Apotpuus Wm. Grorcr.—Joseph Raw, Furnival’s- 
wh, 

BELL, CHARLES.—N. Cobham, Ware. 

BLackpurnN, ARTHUR WELLESLEY.—John Blackburn, Leeds. 

BLAcCKBURNE, GILBERT IRELAND Monracu.—George W. 
Nalder, Bristol; J. R. Bramble, Bristol. 

BLewitt, Marraew Joun.—Henry Ludlow, Birmingham. 

BrieNauL, WM., JuN.—William Brignall, Durham. 

Buriey, WILLtAM Ropinson.—George Henry K. Fisher, 5, 
King’s-bench-walk, Temple. 

Burney, Joun Hureninson.—Herbert Sturmy, Welling- 
ton-street, London. 

Burron, Francis Joun.—Francis Burton, Nottingham. 

Burcuer, Frepertck WILLIAM.—G, J. Durrant, Guildford- 
street. 

Burier, THomMAs.—William Butler, Dalton, Lancaster. 

Burr, Gerarp Freprrick.—Augustus 8. Twyford, 5, 
Southampton-street, Bloomsbury. 

Carrer, JoHN Epwirx.—John Rand Bailey, 8, Tokenhouse- 
yard; W. C. Smith, 3, New Broad-street. 

CARTMEL, GEORGE Epw. YEATES.—Jas. Thornely, Liver- 
pool; H. C. Duncan, Liverpool. 

CLARKE, WILLIAM AMBROSE.—Peter Awdry, Chippenham. 

Coorer, THomas.—William Whiston, jun., Derby. 

Cover, JoHN Russett.—G. H. Ellis, Spring-gardens. 

Davies, Joun.—Price Morris, Denbigh. 

Dirrox, AMBROSE GipBons.—P. Wood, Dudley; C. Beaton, 
Dudley and Birmingham; Robt. G, Chipperfield, 3, Trinity- 
street, Southwark. 

DonaLpson, ALEXR. LEATHES.—Wm. Skilbeck, Bedford- 
row. 

Doveias, CHARLES Puitie.—T. M. How, Shrewsbury; H. 
Vallings, Shrewsbury and Mildred’s-court. 

Duncayx, Henry Tuomas.—W. E. Duncan, Basinghall- 
street and South Shields. 

Dyer, BENJAMIN Bissttt.—Charles Bean, Boston. 

Eve, Henry Hutrcuins.—T. E. Parson, Gracechurch-street. 

E_priner, Roney Frank.—James Eldridge, Newport ; T. B. 
Cartwright, 4, Lothbury, City. 

Farrsurs, Roperr.—Charles Gould, Sheffield. 

FAIRWEATHER, GEonGE.—T. Southam, Manchester. 

Feu, WitttaAm.—Thomas. M. How, Shrewsbury; W. H. 
Brabant, Savile-place, New Burlington-street. 

Fowks, Roserr.—Williai Games, Brecon. 

Fow.er, CHARLES WALTER.—R. G. Abraham, Ashburton. 

Frame, THomas.—William H. Surnam, 11, New-square, 
Lincoln’s-inn. 

FREEMAN, GeorGE DEANE.—Richard Marrack, Truro. 

Froom, GeorGe.—Chas. P. Froom, 35, Lincoln’s-inn-fields; 
Edward Bromley, 1, South-square, Gray’s-inn. 

Frost, WitutaAM Buckie.—P. FE. Hansell, Norwich; A. A. 
Collyer Bristow, Bedford-row. 

Fry, Perer WitttAM.—Frederick Charsley, Amersham, 
Bucks; Walter William Aldridge, South-square, 
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GarBetr, Epmunp Jounstown HArDWICKE.—4J. G, James, 
Wellington, Salop; J. D. W. Beeston, Wellington, Salop; 
Jas. Walker, Wellington, Salop. 

Gipson, Epwarp Doyir.—W. Gibson, 64, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields. 

Gituam, Joun.—John Gilham, 24, Bartlett’s-buildings ; 
John Letts, 8, Bartlett’s-buildings. 

Govcu, Huserr.—S. H. Warren, Dulverton. 

Gray, Georce FrepericK.—Thomas Clarke, Dean’s-court, 
London. 

Hampson, Francis.—J. Eltoft, Manchester. 

Hanrort, Roserr Cory.—Chas, Cory, Great Yarmouth; 
W. T. Calvert, Bergholt, Essex; Philip A. Hanrott, 
Bedford-row; Howard A. Hanrott, Bedford-row. 

Harpinc, Geo. Nortey Murray.—Joseph R. Poole, 
Bridgewater. 

Harpwick, EpMunp Faunce.—R. Wilton, Gloucester. 

Hestop, WiLttAM.—James Arnott, Newcastle-upon-Tyne; 
T. Chater, Newcastle-upon- Tyne. 

Hicson, Frepertc STANLEY.—F. Robinson, Manchester. 

Hittron, WiLL1AM Hugues.—Wnm. Sale, Manchester. 

Hosses, WittiamM ALpert.—R. H. Hobbes, Stratford-on- 
Avon. 

Hopeson, Joun Suetpon.—Thomas Smith, Sheffield. 

Hopson, WittttAM Henry.—Joseph Nowell, Barton. 

Hoce, Tuomas Grorce.—Hargreaves & Knowles, New- 
church, near Manchester. 

Hussey, JAmMes.—D. J. Lee, Bedford-row. 

Hussty, WiLtiAM Bropire.—Geo. W. Hussey, 20, Great 
Knightrider-street. 

JOHNSON, CHARLES Henry.—Wm. W. How, Shrewsbury; 
G. F. King, Charlotte-row, City. 

JOHNSON, JoHN LABron.—Thos. Toulmin, Liverpool. 

Jones, DAvip CLEMENT.—Woosnam & Lloyd, Newtown. 

KELSALL, THOMAS MouLtrin-—William Kelsall, Fareham. 

Kimber, Epmunp.—H. Kimber, Lancaster-place. 

KirkMAN, WILLIAM Wricut.—Henry Taylor, Manchester. 

LAKE, EpwArp.—Benjamin Dixon, Wakefield. 

Lamsert, THomas Henry.—John Galsworthy, 12, Old 
Jewry-chambers, City; Mark Shephard, 17a, College-hill, 
City. 

LANE, CHArtes WintrAm.—Alfred R. Hudson, Pershore. 

Lane, Hickman.—George L. Lang, Crewkerne; C, P. Wood, 
Raymond-buildings. 

LANGDALE, ArtHur.—Thos. 
Constable, Otley. 

Layton, Epwarp Joun.—Edward M. Dimmock, 2, Suffolk- 
lane; W. Nash, 2, Suffolk-lane. 

Leecu, Witt1AM.—J. Leech, Moorgate-street. 

Lerts, Epwarp.—John Letts, jun., Bartlett’s-buildings, 
London. 

Lewis, Hucn.—W. Lewis, Wilmington-square, 

Lovecrovy, WitttAm.—R. G, A. Hilleary, 5, Fenchureh- 
buildings, London. 

Marspen, Joux Epwarp.—John Scholey, Wakefield; John 
Marsden, Wakefield. 

McKeever, JAmes.—A. B. Were, Wigton. 

Merriman, Jostan Joun.—R. Peckham, Ludgate-street; 
J. H. Torr, New Bridge-street. 

Mitts, JAmes.—Stephen E. Todd, Beverley. 

Morris, Henry.—Geo, Gordon, Shrewsbury. 

Morris, JAMEs Luoyp,—William L. Banks, Brecon; Joseph 
R. Cobb, Brecon. 

Naver, Joun.—Frank T. Nalder, Shepton Mallet. 

Outver, WILLIAM Ropert.—N. Gedye, Chatham Place. 

Pappon, CHARLES Epw., M.A.—J. E. Paddon, Fareham. 

Pace, Ricnharp.—J. Fortescue, Banbury. 

Parkinson, Frank.—F. D. Parkinson, 
Hunter, Pickering. 

PLEASANCE, WILLiAM.—G. S. Hall, Cambridge. 

PoLtpiInG, OswaLb.—S. Woodcock, Bury; J. Woodcock, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
PosTLETHWAITE, JOUN, 

haven. 

Priest, Jocettx.—J. Conway, Liverpool; P. de E. Collin, 
Liverpool. 

Pritcuarp, Arruur.—H. Ford, Chester. 

Puen, Ricuarp Bartey.—Rd. Pugh, Watford. 

READER, WILLIAM OLiver.—D. Ward, King’s Lynn. 

REDGRAVE, JOHN.—T. Smallbone, Birmingham; 8. B. York, 
Birmingham; J. Clarke, Birmingham; W. A. Crowther, 
Kidderminster. 

Reep, WILLIAM.—W. Chater, Neweastle-upon-Tyne. 

Ruopes, Joun,—T, Swarbreck, Thirsk. 


Swarbreck, Thirsk; Thos. 


Pickering; B. 


Jux.—J. Postlethwaite, White- 





Rice, GEorcE CoppLestone.—G. T. Gibson, Neweastle-on- 
Tyne; H. Hill, Bury-court, City; C. Wilson, Basinghall- 
street. 

Roose, Henry.—D. Evans, Liverpool. 

Ryauis, Leonarp ArKINson.-—Jno. Ryalls, Sheffield. 

RybLance, WiLLiAM.—D. Boote, Manchester. 

SaunpDERs, GeorGe Henry.—W. Aplin, Chipping Norton. 

Scott, SrepHEN.—C. Smith, Tokenhouse-yard. 

Scorr, THomas.—J. Arrowsinith, Thirsk. 

Sueprarp, Cuaries.—L, I. Baker, Guildford; T. 
Guildford. 

SHEPPARD, JoHN.—J. Galsworthy, 12, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Srupson, ALFRED Rosert.—J. J. Simpson, Derby. 

Sma.e, Witt1am.—T. J. P. Tucker, Barnstaple. 

Smiru, Francis Epwarp, Jun.—F. E. Smith, Crediton. 

SNELL, Freperick Joun.—G. Josselyn, Ipswich. 

Snow, TERENCE ALEXANDER.—W. G, Bateson, Liverpool. 

SoLE, WILLIAM ANsLow.—R. D. Newill, Wellington. 

Sprinter, Warrer.—J, J. Spiller, 3, South-place, Fins- 
bury. 

Stamp, EpMunD ARcHIBALD.—E. Stamp, Honiton. 

STEEL, Tuomas, Jun.—W. J. Young, Sunderland. 

STEPHENSON, JON Bovrs.—A. Stephenson, Whitby. 

Succ, Husperr Henri.—J. Shaw, Ukeston; M. Jessop, 
Ilkeston. 

TanourDIN, Harry.—C. Tahourdin, 1, 
Westininster, 

Taytor, Ricup. Srepnens, Jun.—R. 8. Taylor, Field- 
court. 

Tuomson, Rosert Epwarp.—S. J. Dale, North Shields. 

Tuurcoop, WituiAM LANe.—W. Thurgood, Saffron Wal- 
den; EK. W. Field, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

TIMEWELL, WILLIAM Henry.—A. Turner, Taunton; J. A. 
Turner, Taunton. 

UprerRtON, CLEMENT. —C, 
City. 

Watmstey, ALFRED OrreELL.—T. Southam, Manchester. 

Watson, Epwix.—E. Baker, Birmingham. 

WELLER, JAmMEs.—C, Lamb, Brighton; W. H. R. Beaty, 
Farnham. 

WHITBOURNE, Joun.—G. Carew, 45, Bloomsbury-square. 

Wuirtock, Henry.—J. Moss, Derby; W. Roweliffe, Bed- 
ford-row. 

Wicks, Henry Putir.—J. Brockbank, Whitehaven. 

WILKINSON, SuRTEES.—F. G. Butler, Eaton Socon. 

WitiiAMs, Epwarp Buiiss.—W. H. Watson, Bouverie- 
street. 

Woop, Witiiam, Jun.—J. Roberts, Manchester. 

Younc, THoMas Brisrowr.—T. Loftus, New-inn, Strand. 

Youne, Tuoomas.—W. Watson, Barnard Castle, Durham. 

Hilary Term, 1865, pursuant to Judges’ Orders. 

Cooper, WittrAM Davi» Srymour.—W. B. Cooper, 3, 
Verulam-buildings, Gray’s-inn; C. H. Hodgson, 3, Veru- 
lam-buildings, Gray’s-inn. 

Fox, Joun Bonun CHANDLER (articled as John Fox).—J. 
Phillips, jun., Stamford. 

Hilary Vacation, 1865, pursuant to 23rd & 24th Viet. 


Co kale 


Russell, 


Victoria-street, 


K. Freshfield, Bank-buildings, 


Arnott, THomAs.—Thomas Chater, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 

BEAUMONT, WILLIAM CoprpArpd.—Jas. Beaumont, 19, Lin- 
coln’s-inn-fields; Rd. Boyer, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Bitton, ALFRED.—Jas. Hooker, Bartlett’s-buildings; C. T. 
Room, Coleman-street. 

Bowen, Arruur JouN.—Wmn. Burchell, Broad Sanctuary. 

Brookes, Wiitraim Ronertr.—Thos. Thomson, 60, Corn- 
hill. 

CLARKE, GEORGE BropikE.—Wm. Ruston, Brentford. 

Groves, WitntAM.—B. J. L. Frere, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Incr, Francts.—Henry Hill, Great James-street. 

LANE, JouN RecinaLtp.—John Lane, Stratford-on-Avon. 

Nerriesuip, WItttaM FrANcts.—-T. Nettleship, Trafalgar- 
square; R. 8. Palmer, Trafalgar-square. 

Nosie, Joun CAmpion,—<A, Stephenson, Whitby. 

SritL, SraFFoRD Francts,—C. Meredith, New-square, Lin- 
coln’s-inn, 

TINDALE, JouN RicHanp.—John H. Taylor, Windermere. 

Trimmer, Henry Warrer.—Charles Berkeley, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields, 

VAUGHAN, JAMEs.—T. M. Siddall, Shirland, Derby; W. 
Chapman, Devonport. 

Warwick, Horatio Seymour.—W. 


Hunt, Gray’s-inn- 





square. 
Wiukrsson, IsaAtAn.—M, Gray, Whitby, 
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LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


LAW LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY 

Mr. M. H. Cookson, on Equity, Monday, Dee. 19. 

Mr. H. Surenp, on Common Law and Mercantile Law, 
Friday, Dec. 23, 

The Lectures will be resumed on Monday, the 9th of 
January next, and be continued to the end of the several 
courses in Mareh. 

On and after Monday, ‘he 9th January next, the Lectures 
will commence at half-past seven, and terminate at half- 
past eight o’clock p.m. a 

PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 

Pursuant to the judges’ orders, the preliminary examina- 
tion * will take place on the 9th and 10th May, 1865, and 
will comprise :— 

1, Reading aloud a passage from some English author, 

2. Writing from dictation. 

3. English grammar. 

4, Writing a short English composition. 

5. Arithmetic—A competent knowledge of the first four 
rules, simple and compound. 

6. Geography of Europe and of the British Isles. 

7. History— Questions on English history. 

8. Latin—Elementary knowledge of Latin. 

1. Latin. 2. Greek, modern or ancient. 3. French. 
4, German. 5. Spanish. 6. Italian. 

The special examiners have selected the following books, 
in which candidates will be examined in the subjects num- 
bered 9 at the examination on the 9th and 10th May, 1865:— 

In Latin—Cicero, De Senectute; or, Ovid, Fasti, book i. 

In Greek—Homer, Iliad, book vi. 

In modern Greek —Bexxapiov, meph “Adienatrav xah Towa 
Merappagpévoy aro rhv ‘Iradixny TAadorav, 1—7, both inclu- 
sive; or, Bevrorts ‘Isropia ris "Amepixis, BiBAloy Z'. 

In French—Jean Racine, Esther, acts 1, 2, and 3; or, Le- 
sage, Gil Blas, liv. 1 and 2. 

In German—Se filler s Don Carlos, acts 4 and 5; or, Tieck, 
Das griine Band. 

In Spanish—Cervantes, Don Quixote, capit. i. to xv. both 
inclusive; or, Leandro Fernandez de Moratin El Si de las 
Ninas. 

In Italian—Manzoni's Promessi Sposi, cap. i. to viii. both 
inclusive; or, Torquato Tasso’s La Gerusalemme, 4, 5, and 
6 cantos. 

With reference to the subjects numbered 9, each candidate 
will be examined in one language only, according to his 
selection. Candidates will have the choice of either of the 
above-mentioned works, 

LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY 

At the meeting of this society, on Tuesday, the 13th 
December inst., Mr. Sangster Green in the chair,—the ques- 
tion discussed was:—‘‘A broker had, in the usual course of 
business, arranged with a marine insurance company for an 
insurance upon a vessel. <A policy had been filled up in 
accordance with a slip, and signed by the directors, and left 
with a clerk to be handed to the broker on his calling. The 
ship is lost, and the company refuse to deliver the policy 
to the assured, and deny their liability upon it. Was a 
perfect insurance effected, on which the assured can recover ? 
Xenos v. Wickham, 11 W. R. 1067, 33 L. J.C. P. 13.” 

Mr. Peachey opened the question in the affirmative, and 
after considerable discussion it was decided in the affirma- 
tive. 





Tue ENGrisu AND ScorrisH BaNKRuPTcy LAw SysTems, 
—Referring to the report of the Select Committee of the 
House of Commons on the bankruptey law, the Glasgow 
Courier says:—‘‘In suggesting a remedy for these evils we 
are not surprised that the committee regard with favour the 
system of bankruptcy as administered in Scotland, which is 


at once cheap and efficacious, and utterly devoid of the cum- | 
brous and costly machinery of the English system. Instead | 


of the assets of a bankrupt in Se otland being swallowed up, 
as is frequently the case in England, by the charges of an 
army of officials of all sorts, the Scotch plan is rec »ommended, 
because creditors have prompt methods of proving insolvency 
and of obtaining possession of an insolvent’s assets by appoint- 
_ * The requirements, as to notice and otherwise, imposed by the 
judges’ orders, will be found stated in 8 Sol. Jour. 580. 





ing their own administrator, who is paid according to the 
services he renders, the state only interfering so far as to secure 
the fidelity and efliciency of suc h administrators, hy requiring 
peeuniary security and a stringent audit of ac ‘counts before 
the securities are cancelled. The committee, through their 
chairman, recommend that a similar system should be intro- 
duced into England. ‘This would involve the abolition of 
the existing courts of bankruptey, together with their 
officials. The administration would be vested in the cre- 
ditors, and under their inspection, in a trustee, who, making 
a profession of the office, would be paid by them, and, like 
other professional men, would rely for employment on the 
satisfactory discharge of his duties.’ The Committee are 
also favourable to the appointment of a chief judge in bank- 
ruptey, who should preside in a special court of appeal for 
deciding disputed law points and for the punishment of 
debtors who may have been guilty of fraud.” 


Our NEuTRALITY.—In consequence of the recent capture 
by a Federal cruiser, of a distinguished officer of her Majesty's 
navy, while in command of a ‘blockade runner, Mr. Seward 
addressed representations, through Lord Lyons, to her 
Majesty's Government, which have led to a stringent order 
on the subject. The Admiralty have caused it to be notified 
to the officers engaged in the exciting and frequently profit- 
able pursuit of commerce by blockade running, that they 

cannot countenance such an employment of their vacant 
hours, Although all the officers referred to are on half-pay, 
it was plainly most unbecoming for them, as long as they 
drew even half-pay, to engage in acts which subjec ted them 
to pains and penalties at “the hands of the authorities of a 
friendly state, while they were at the same time treating 
with contempt the Queen’s proclamation of neutrality, which, 
binding on all good subjects, had especial claims to obser- 

vance from officers in the pay of her Majesty. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT GARRAWAY’S. 
Dec. 1.—By Mr. Marsu. 

A principal sum of £1,750 and interest, amounting to £608 17s. 6d. 
payable out of the sum of £14,000 Bank Three per Cents., receivable 
on the decease of a lady aged 68 years - Sold for £1,90). 

Leasehold, 5 residences, being Nos, 15, 16, 26, 27, and 28, Berkeley- 
villas, Loughborough- -park, Brixton, producing £156 per annum; 
term, 58 years unexpired; ground-rent, £30 per annum—Sold for 
£1,505, 

Dec. 2.—By Mr. Francis Funtrr. 

Freehold building estate of 64 acres, situate at Crouch End, Hornsey 
—Sold for £6,320. 

Freehold residence, with pleasure grounds, gardens, and outbnild- 
ings, and nearly 24 acres of meadow land, situate at Muswell-hill, 
and known as North Lodge—Sold for £3,380. 

Dec. 5.—By Messrs. Setr, Son, & Hitt. 

Lease and goodwill, &c. of the Cricketers, wine and spirit establish- 
ment, situate at the corner of Wellington-street, Camden-town— 
Sold for £4,030. 

By Messrs. Watters & Lovesoy. 

Leasehold improved rental of £59 10s. for 24 years, arising out of the 
Bell and Crown public-house, situate at the corner of King-strect, 
Camden-town—Sold for £670, 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

BURN—On Dec. 12, at Angel-terrace, Brixton, the wife of George R. 
Burn, Esq., of Doctors’-commons, Solicitor, ofa son. 

DANSON—On Dec. 10. at Liverpool, the wife of J. T. Danson, Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

HARDING—On Dee. 10, at St. John’s-road, Brixton, the wife of W. F 
Harding, Esq., of a son. 

MARRIAGES. 

BATTERSBY—MIDDLETON—On Dec. 8, at St. Stephen’s Church 
Thomas George, eldest son of George’ Battersby, of Loughbawn, 
county of Westmeath, Esq., LL.D., Q.C., to Georgiana Maria, 
youngest daughter of the late Lieut. ‘Col. William Middleton, 42nd 

toyal Highland Regiment. 

BIRCH—LUMSDEN—On Dec. 13, at St. John’s Church, Torquay, 
Charles Birch, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, to Emma Edith Malet, 
second daughter of the late James Grant Lumsden, Esq., H.E.1.C s., 
of Torquay. 

STEPHENSON—BOUVERIE—On Dec. 6, at Coleshill Church, Berks, 
Augustus Keppel Stephenson, Esq., Barrister, son of the } late Henry 
Frederick and the Lady Mary Stephenson, to Eg tlautine, second 
daughter of the Right Hon. Edward Pleydell Bouverie, M.P., and the 
Hon. Mrs. Bouverie. 

WILDBRAHAM—MARRIOTT—On Dec. 13, at St. George’s, Hanover- 
square, William Wildbraham, Esq., Barrister, late Fellow of Trinity 
College, Cambridge, to Mary Jane, only daughter of Christopher 


Marriott, Esq. 
DEATHS. 
ee ae Dec. 3, at Richmond-road, Islington, James Heck- 
ford, Esq., late of the Exchequer- -office, Lincoln’s-inn, aged 61. 
LANGWARNE—On Dec. 10, at Hereford, Nicholas Langwarne, Esq., 
aged 54 
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NORTH—On Oct. 4, at North Ipswich, annie Ellen, the wife of | 
the Hon. Francis North, M.L.C 

TEMPLER -On Dee. 4, at West ‘Allington. Bridport, Mary, relict of tLe 
late James 'l'empler, Esq., Solicitor, Bridport. 

TURNER—On Dee. 11, at No A New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, Francis 
Turner, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, a Bencher of the Inner Temple, 
aged 80. 

WITHALL—On Dec. 11, at Parliament-street, Westminster, William 
Withall, Esq., aged 69, 

WOODCOCKE—On Dec 4, at Norwich, Thomas Woodcocke, Esq., 
Solicitor, aged 93. 


UNCLAIMED STOCK IN ‘THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants appear 
within Three Months:— 

FrerryMan, Rey. EpwarD Avaustvs, Batheaston, & DicBy LATIMER, 
Headington, near Oxford, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. £2,022 15s. 1d. 
£3 5s. per Cent, Annuities—Claimed by said E, A. Ferryman & D, 
Latimer. 

Gianvitt, Saver, Ottery St. Mary, Devon, Esq., deceased. 
£2,257 10s. 6d. £3 5s, per Cent, Annuities—Claimed by Saml. 
Glanv ill, an executor. 

GuILLonneEav, GeorGeE, Pope’s Head-alley, Cornhill, ot @ & SUSANNA 
Gu ILLONNEAU, Hackney, Spinster, £550 Consolidated £3 per Cent. 
Annuities—Claimed by James Frankham Lee & I'rederick William 
Capper, the surviving executors. 

MITCHELL, IsaBELLA, Edinburgh, Widow, deceased. £2,000 £3 5s, 
per Cent. Annuities—~Claimed by James Mackonochie, one of the 
executors. 

Moxon, Lucy, Mutley, near Plymouth, Spinster,a minor. £239 14s,4d. 
wr £3 per ‘Cent. Annuities—Claimed by said Lucy Moxon 
(of age) 

Tonae, James, Hastings, Esq., deceased. £55 13s, 7d. Consolidated 
£3 per Cent. Annuities — Claimed by James Church Bailey, the 
surviving executor. 


LONDON _GAZETTES. 


UUinding-up of Joint Stock Comypantes. 
Fripay, Dec. 9, 1864, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

British Copper Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, pre- 
sented Dec 8, will be heard before the Master of the Rolls on Dec 17. 
Pulbrook, Threadneedle-st, solicitor to the petitioners. 

Tobacco, Cigar, and Snuff Company (Limited).—Master of the Rolls, 
order to wind up Dec 3. Snell, George-st, Mansion-house, soticitor 
for the petitioner. 

Tvespay, Dec. 13, 1864. 

Xerez Wine Shipping Company (Limited).—-Petition for winding-up 
to be heard before V.C. Kindersley on Dec 21. Mercer & Mercer, 
Mincing-lane, 

Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Tvurspay, Dec. 13, 1864. 

Yriendly Benevolent Whip il Crown Tavern, Gt Ormond-yd, 

Queon-sq, Bloomsbury. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, Dec. 9, 1864, 
Beale, John, Warwick-st, Pimlico, Hosier. Jan 11. Beale v Hill, V.C. 
Kindersley. 
a I John, The Crescent, Norwich, Gent. Jan 10. Howes v Canell, 


Jan 


Moreton, Hon, Augustus Hy Macdonald, Gloucester-pl, Middx. 
20. Smith v Moreton, V. C, Stuart. 

Nicholetts, Edwin, Bradpole, Dorset, Treasurer of County Courts. 
Jan 11, Major v Allen, M. R, 

Ridley, Fras, Colebrooke-house, Highbury New Park, Esq. 
Buckton v Jackson, MR. 

4 —— Geo, Dover, Kent. Jan 10. Hichens v Sandys, V. C. 
Stuart. 

Vickers, Saml, 
V.C. Stuart. 

Whitchurch, John, Hg BIg Isle of Wight, Gent. Jan 14, 
church v Whitchurch, V. C. Stuart. 

Tuespay, Dec. 13, 1864. 

Ashkettle, Joseph, St Mary-at-Hill, Eastcheap, Fish Salesman, Jan 
9. Reading v Reading, V.C. Wood. 

Bennett, Joseph, Addington-st, York-rd, Lambeth, 
7. Bennett v Ewen, M.R, 

Lomas, a Rainow, Chester, Yeoman. 
V.C. Wood. 

Nias, Thos Dry sdale, Copthall-ct, Solicitor. 


ningham, M.I 
—- Thos, Richmond, York, Saddler. Jan 12, Cooke v Ridley, 


Dec 23. 


Jan 16, Vickers v Todd, 
Whit- 


Sprotbrough, York, Brewer. 


bricklayer. Jan 


Jan 10. Lomas v Beard, 


Jan It. Smith v Cun- 


rt. ‘ai, John, Bishopstoke, Southampton, Yeoman. Jan 11. Scovell 
v Scovell, V.C Kindersley. 
Wright, Geo, Chatteris, Cambridge, Gent. 
muth, V.C. Kindersley. 
Wright, Saml John, Chancery-lane, Tobacconist. 
v Wright, M.R. 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Hict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, Dec. 9, 1864. 
Bacon, Sir Edmund, Raveningham-hall, Norfolk, Bart. Feb 1. 
& Co, Norwich. 
Betts, John, Birm, Gent. Forthwith. Dimbleby, Birm 
Black, Thos, Skirbeck, Lincoln, Gent. Dec 17. Rice & Wighton, 
Boston. 


Jan ll, Wright v Lar- 


Jan 9. Langstein 


Keith 
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Boulton, Robt, aieeniien. Calverley, York, Gent. Jan 1, Humble 

radfor¢ 

Browne, Geo Fredk Salmon, Oxford-ter, Paddington, Esq. June 9. 
Fisher, Threadneedle-st. 


Doyle. Bernard, Kir! kdale, nr Lpool, Licensed Victualler. Jan 7. 
Teebay & Lynch, Lpool. : 
Hammond, Christopher, Kirton Fen, Lincoln, Farmer. Dec 21. Rice 


& Wighton, Boston. 

Hawkins, Geo, Wells-green, Sheldon, Warwick, Innkeeper. Feb 1. 
Beale & Marigold, Birm. 

Hill, Reuben, Cam, Gloucester, Builder. Feb 1. Vizard & Co, 
Dursley. 

Hoole, Alice, Upper Montagu-st, Montagu-sq. Hooke & Co, 
Lincoln’ s-inn-fields. 

Hunt, John Wm, Gt Peter-st, Westminster, Grocer. Jan 28, Terrell & 
Co, Basinghall-st. 


Jan 20. 


Kirby, John, Hutton Cranswick, York, Farmer, Feb 13. Jennings, 
Gt Driffie B 
Knight, Sarah, Chesham, Buckingham, Widow. Jan 31. Francis, 


Chesham, 
Lamplough, Richd, Weaverthorpe, York, Farmer. 
Gt Driffield. 
Lloyd, Edwd, Summer-hill, Flint, Gent. 
Mayhew, Jas, Holland-pl, North Brixton, Gent. 
Deane, Colchester. 
Moore, Thos, Bath, Esq. Feb 1, Powell & Co, Haverfordwest. 
Paine, "Toseph, Hounslow, Grocer. Feb 16. Millns, Windsor. 
Kobbins, General Thos Wm, Castle Malwood, nr Lyndhurst, South- 
ampton. Dec 3l. Coxwell & Basset, Southampton, 


Feb 13. Jennings, 


Jan 13. Hughes, Corwen. 
Jan 3l, Turner & 


Rosselli, Asdrubale, Fenchurch-st, Merchant. Feb 10, Barnes & 
Bernard, Gt Winchester-st. 
Rowson, Mary, New Brighton, Chester, Widow. Jan 7. Cearns, 


Prescot. 
Rowson, Wm, New Brighton, Chester, Gent. Jan 7. Cearns, Prescot. 


Searle, Thos, Horne, Surrey, Farmer. Jan 9. Stead & Son, East 
Grimstead. 

Simpson, Geo, Chich St Osyth, Essex. Jan 3!, Turner & Dean, 
Colchester. 


Smith, Matilda, Leamington. Dec 20. Cottrell, Birm. 

Tull, John, New Windsor, Berks, Gent, Feb 16, Millns, Windsor. 

Warren, Anne Corbould, North Repps, Norfolk, Widow. March 31. 
Bircham & Co, Parliament-st, Westminster. 

Waterworth, Wm, Rectory-villas, West Hackney, Esq. 
Hoppe & Boyle, Sun-ct, Cornhill, 

Winterflood, John Simmonds, Laurel Bank, Penge, Surrey, Auctioneer 
and Estate Agent. Jan 20, Melton, Bedford-row. 


Tvurspay, Dec. 13, 1864. 

Bridgman, Wm, Weston-under-Penyard, Hereford, Esq. 
Bolton & Grylls-Hill, Elm-ct, Temple. 

Hobkirk, Wm, Whitby, York, Gent. March 1. Gray & Pannett, 
Whitby. 

Hughes, tobt, Newmarket, Flint, Farmer. Jan 27, Hughes. Corwen. 

Marsh. Rev Wm, Beddington, Surrey, Clerk, Feb 10. Hobbs & Collins, 
Reading. 

Muskett, ‘Chas, Fersfield, Norfolk, Farmer. Feb 1, Muskett & Garrold, 
Diss. 

Parker, John, Stella, Durham, Brewer. Hodge & Harle, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Parker, Wm, Kingston-upon-Hull, Licensed Victualler. Jan 6, Wells 
& Smith, Hull. 

Peters, Thos Wilkinson, Kingston-upon-Hull, Shipping Agent. Feb 1. 
Tenney & Dawber. 

Stark, Mary, Thurlow-pl, Lower Norwood, Widow, Jan1, Taylor & 
Son, Norwich. 

Thursfield, W m, St John’s-wood-ter, Marylebone, Accountant. 
14. Cavell, Gray’s-inn-pl. 

Weatherill, Martha, Kingston upon-Hull, Widow. Jan 6. Wells & 
Smith, Hull. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Farvay, Dec. 9, 1864. 


Anderson, John Hy, St. James’s Hall, Professor of Natural Magic. 
Nov 10. Comp. Reg Decs. 


March 1. 


March Ie 


Jan 31. 


April 


Bailey, John Geo, Newington Causeway, Dealer in Beriin Wool. Nov 
21. Conv. Reg Dec 8 
Noy .4, 


Bebarfald, Solomon Meyer, Houndsditch, Cap Manufacturer. 
Comp. Reg Dec 9. 

Brierley, Robt, & Wm Brierley, Burnley, Lancaster, Manufacturers, 
Nov 12. Conv. Reg Dec 6. 

Bullock, Hy Robt, & John Fras pew. Mincing-lane, Colonial 


Brokers. Nov 10. Asst. Reg Dec 
Clark, Hy Deverson, Red Lion-ct, Watiing-st, Warehouseman. Nov 
25. Comp. Reg Dec 9. 


Collins, Hy, Boyle-st, Burlington-gardens, Dee 1. 
Comp. Reg Dec 7. 

Conway, Jas Hy, & Geo Fras Simmons, i aa Wholesale Tea 
Dealers. Nov 10. Inspectorship. Reg Dec 

Cowper, Hy, Wellingborough, Donan, Shoe Manufacturer. 
Nov 16. Conv. Reg Dec 8 

Crossley, Benj, tastrick, Halifax, York. Novy 23. Conv. Reg Dec 9. 

Davey, Richd, Manch, Currier. Dec5. Comp. Reg Dec 8. 

Davison, Barry, & Fredk Geo Davison, Railway-pl, Fenchurch-st, Ship 
and Insurance Brokers. Nov 19. Asst. Keg Dec 8. 

Dent, Geo, St — 5 ieee Westmoreland, Spirit Merchant. Nov 
Il. Asst. Reg De 

Ellis, Hy, Ecclestield, York, Grocer. Novy 2I. 


Land Agent. 


Conv. Reg Dec 8. 


Ensor, Fras, West Bromwich, Stafford, Machinist, Nov 21. Conv. 
Reg Dec 9. 

Feast, Robt, Commercial-st, Shoreditch, Wholesale Oilman. Dec 6. 
Comp. Reg Dec 9. 


Finn, Jeremiah, Widnes Dock, nr Warrington, Lancaster, Clothier. 
Dec 2. Conv. Reg Dec 9 


Gain, John Thos, Leeds, Merchant. Nov 17. Comp. Reg Dec 8. 

Garner, John, Merchant-rd, Bow, Builder. Dec 5, Comp. Reg 
Dec 8. 

Howard, Joseph, Consett, Durham, Draper. Noy 8. Conv. Reg 
Dec 6, 
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infeld, * eee Gt Alie-st, Gelinas: fields, 


Nov 30. or Reg 

Dec 

Jay, eal John, Telegraph-st, Refreshment-house Keeper. Nov 10. 
Comp. Reg Dec 8. 

Robt, yn Merchant. Nov 9. Inspectorship. 


Nov 16, 


Johnston, Reg 


Dec 7. 
—. John, Ruabon, Denbigh, Plumber. Cony. Reg 
Keith, John, Queenhithe, Wine and Beer Merchant. Nov 15. 


Reg D 
i, Thos Wm, Hereford, Corn Merchant. Noy 21. 


Comp. 
Comp. Reg 


Cc 8. 
Kuttewel) Thos, Gordon Arms, High Holborn, Licensed Victualler, 
Nov 29. Comp. Reg Dec 9. 
es Pe Long Acre, Licensed Victualler. 


keg Dec 

MoDougall, ‘hrohibald, Strand, Clerk in the Admiralty Office. Nov 30. 
Arr. Reg 

a eg » bron Oldham, Lancaster, Beerseller. Nov 16, Cony. 
Reg Dec 9. 

Mills, Hy, Radnor Tavern, Holborn, Licensed Victualler. Nov 9. 
Comp. Reg Dec 6. 

Notes, David, Lincoln, Wine and Spirit Merchant. Nov 14. Comp. 
Reg Dec 6 

Oelrichs, Ernest Farrand, Mark-lane, Merchant. Nov 10. Inspec- 
torship. Reg Dec 7. 

Ogden, it aaa Manch, Cloth Finisher. Nov 10. Inspectorship. 
Reg Dec 8 

Quin, Fredk, Newman-st, Importer of French Lamps. Nov 26, Comp. 


Nov 8 Conv. 


Reg De 
Rees, basi, Pontardawe, Glamorgan, Chemist. Dec 1. Arr. Reg 
Dec 7. 


Smith, John, Birm, Miller. Nov 10. Comp. Reg Dec 8. 

Speirs, Wm, Wm — & Hy Wright, Worcester, Grocers, 
11. Conv. Reg Dec 

Steinberg, Otto eedoiph, Julius, Mark-lane, General Commission Mer- 
chant. Nov 26. Comp. Reg Dec 

Sugden. Joseph, Halifax, York, Dry: Salter. 
Nov 17. 

Summers, Wm Wallace, & Amoret Lawrence, Basford, Nottingham, 
Lace Manufacturers. Nov 23. Comp. Reg Dec 8, 

— Hy, Upper East Smithfield, Shipping ( Grocer. Nov 12. Comp. 


Noy 


Nov 15. Comp. Reg 


Reg Dec 

Taylor, Hy, Horsforth, York, Scribbling Miller. Nov 10. Comp. 
Reg Dec 7 

Thompson, Wm Jas, Upper Homerton, Comm Agent. Dec 1. Comp. 
Reg Dec 9. 

Trebilco, Wm, Exeter, Devon, Shoe Manufacturer. Noy 11. Cony. 
Reg Dec 8. 

Trenter, Alfred Wm, Railway-pl, Fenchurch-st, Printer. Nov 15. 


Comp. Reg Dec 8. 
Tucker, John, Clapham, Comm Agent. Dec 5. 
Wakerley, Reuben, Lupus-yd, Pimlico, Livery Stable Keeper. 

Comp. Reg Dec 9 
Warburton, Wm, Manch, Corn Factor, 


Comp. Reg Dec 9. 
Dec 6, 
Dec 6. 


Comp. Reg Dec 8. 


Ward, Wm, Paternoster-row, Advertisement Agent. Nov 2l. Cony. 
Keg Dec 1. 

Watson, Mary, Manch, Beerseller. Nov !. Conv. Reg Dec 8. 

Wells, Chas, — Coal Owner, Noy 11. Inspector- 
ship. Reg Dec7 

Wigglesworth, Percy, Armley, nr Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. Nov 15. 
Comp. Reg Dec 9. 


Wright, Saml Phillips, Bishop’s Waltham, Southampton, Chemist. 
Nov 15. Asst. Reg Dec 6. 


Tuespay, Dec. 13, 1864. 

Ackroyd, Wm, & Wm Whittaker, Bradford, York, Stuff Merchants. 
Nov 4. Conv. Reg Dec 10. 

Allpass, Jas, Swan-st, Manchester, Glass Dealer. 
teg Dec 12. 

Ashby, Luke, Friday-st, Warehouseman. Noy 16. 

Bairstow, Wm, Batley, York, Cloth Miller. 
Dec 12. 

Bealey, David Rome, Manch, Dealer in Patented Inventions. 
Conv. Reg Dee 13. 

Bezant, Fredk, Lichfield, Stafford, Draper. 
Reg Dec 10. 

Blackwell, + Bennett, Birkenhead, Chester, Jeweller. Dec 7. Comp. 
Reg Dec 

Lroome, Thos, & Edwd —— Oldham, Lancaster, Cotton Spinners. 
Noy 1! Conv. Reg Dec 1 

— weap Lower East Smnithficld, Sail Cloth Factor. Dec 8. Comp. 
Reg Dec 1 

Eatough, Joseph, blackburn, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. Nov 16. 


Nov 22, Comp. 


Conv. 
Nov 17, 


Reg Dec 10. 
Conv. Reg 


Novy 24. 


Nov 12, Re-assignment. 


Conv. Reg Dec 12. 
Furne:s, Joseph, Heckmondwike, Leeds, Tailor. Nov 29. Comp. 
Reg Dec 12. 
George, das, Bradford, York, Stuff Merchant. Nov 14. Conv. Reg 
Dec 10. 
Gica, Guiseppe Petros, Manch, Merchant. Oct 27, Comp. Reg 
Dec 8. 
Greenwell, : Thornley Colliery, Durham, Grocer. Nov 23. Comp. 
teg Dec 
Hall, Wallace, & Alfred Geere, Fenchurch-st. Russia and General Fibre 
srokers. Nov 15. Inspectorship. teg Dec 12. 


Hamond, Fredk Stevenson, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Ironmonger. Nov 
14. Conv. Reg Dec 12. 

Hampson, Wm, Manch, Wheelwright. Nov 29. Comp. Reg Dee 12, 

Harrison, Matthew, Nottingham, Furniture Dealer. Nov 23, Comp. 
Re¢ Dec 16. 

Howitt, Hy, Snow-hill, Woollen Draper, Nov 11. 

Inwood, Geo Eames, Holybourn, Southampton, Grocer. 
Reg Dec 13. 


Conv. Reg Dec 9. 
Nov 2). Cony. 


Jesson, John Wm, Leicester, Boot and Shoe Manutacturer. Noy 23, 
Conv. Reg Dec 12. 
Jones, Thos, Swansea, Glamorgan, out of business, Nov 16. Comp. 


keg Dec 12. 
Liddle, Wm, Leeds, fanner, Noy Conv, Reg Dee 12, 





a , Thos, Fenchurch-st, Wine Sendiinds:- Nov 14. Conv. Reg 
Macpherson, John, Hull, Linen Draper. Nov 12. Asst. Reg Dec 9. 


Marshall, Hy Edwds, New-lane- ter, Kensington, Broker’s Clerk. Nov 
1. Comp. Reg Dec 9. 

Moore, Martha, Birm, Baker. Nov 29. Conv. Reg Dec 

Moxon, Saml, Denby Dale, nr Huddersfield, York, Woailen Cloth 
Merchant. Nov 30. Conv. Reg Dec 12. 

Palmer, Benj, Southwold, Suffolk, Draper. Nov 12. Conv. Reg Dec 10. 

Payne, Chas, Llandudno, Carnary on, Confectioner. Nov 24. Comp. 
Reg Dec 13. 

Peacock, Geo, Lime-st sq, Merchant. Nov 21. 


Cony. Reg Dec 12. 


Pearson, Nathaniel Harrison, Morley, York, Miller. Nov 11. Comp. 
pines Deo Thos, Warrington, Lancaster, Seedsman., Nov 16. Comp. 
Poole, Wm, Swansea, Glamorgan, Grocer. Nov 19, Conv. Reg 
Potts Join, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler. Nov 24. Cony. Reg 
zadloft Hy Martin, Devon-lane, Bow, Oil Refiner. Nov 19. Asst. 
rasa Dewsbury, York, Blanket Manufacturer. Dec 5. Comp. 


Reg Dec 12. 

Roebuck, Wm Hy Alex, Huddersfield, York, Upholsterer. Nov 14. 
Cony. Reg Dec 12. 

Scott, Wm, Leeds, Draper. Dec 10. Comp. Reg Dec 12. 

Sewell, Leonard, Trinity-sq, Tower-hill, Commercial Traveller. 
5. Comp. Reg Dec 9. 

Spraggon, Jas, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Draper. Nov 19. Cony. 

Dec 12 

Sprake, Wm Francis, Newbury, Berks, Boot and Shoe Maker. 
Cony. Reg Dec 10. 

Stone, Wm, Queen’s-rd, Dalston, Tailor. Nov 29. Comp. Reg Dec 9. 

Stott, Robt, Rochdale, Grocer. Nov ll. Conv. Reg Dec 9. 

Sussmann, Joseph, Manch, Elastic Merchant. Dec 2. Comp. Reg 
Dec 1: 

Taylor, Chas Fredk, Baildon, York, Worsted Spinner. Novy 8. Arrange- 
ment. Reg Dec 

Taylor, Geo, Go Iden n-£q, Tailor. Dec}. 

Thorne, Wm Schuking, Leeds, Theatrical Manager. 
Reg Dec 12 

Treble, Jas, Manch, Draper. Nov 18. Conv. 

W alker, Wm, Colne, Lancaster, Manufacturer. 
Dec 3. 

Warner, Chas, Vauxhall-walk, Lambeth, Mineral Water Manufacturer. 
Dee 5. Comp. Reg Dec 9. 

Warren, John Hy, Southsea, Hants, Commercial Traveller. 


Dec 
Reg 


Dec 1. 


Comp. Reg Dec 10 
Noy 17. Cony. 


Reg Dee 12. 


Nov 8 Conv. Reg 


Dec 8. 


Cony. Reg Dec 9 
Waters, Robt, Dersingham, Norfolk, Owner of Steam Engines. Noy 
15, Cony. Reg Dec 12. 
Wilde, Adam, 1 eae Chester, Silk Manufacturer. Dec 2. 
Comp. Reg Dec 1 
Woodhouse, Thos, | Lace Manufacturer. Dee 6. Conv. 
Reg Dec 9. 
Woodward, Wm, Warrington, Lancaster, Soap Manufacturer. Nov 
16. Cony. Reg Dee 12. 
Bankrupts. 
Farnay, Dec. 9, 1864. 
To Surrender in London. 
Barnes, Edwd, Myrtle Cottage, New Hampton, Omnibus Driver. Pet 


Dec 5. Dec 19 at 12. Olive, Portsmouth-st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Bingham, Fras, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 6 (for pau). Dec 
22at2. Atkinson, Quality-ct, Chancery-lane. 

Bonurer, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 5 (for pau). 
20at2. Wyatt, Gt Carter-lane. 

Fitzpatrick, Jas, Norwich, Timber Merchant. Pet Dec 5. Dec 19 at 11. 
Treherne & White, Barge-yard, Bucklersbury, Agents for Emerson, 
Norwich. 

Glover, Hy Ben, Basinghall-st, Accountant. 
Cartwright, Bishopsgate-st Within. 

Goymer, Edwd, Cable-st, Whitechapel, Baker. 
12. Shearman, Little Tower-st. 

Hamsworth, John Hy, Milton-st, Cripplegate, Tallow Chandler. 
Dec 5. Dec 22at12. Lofty & Co, King-st. 

Hannah, Robt, Argyle-st, Regent-st, Tailor. 
Gold & Son, Serjeant’s-inn. 

Harvey, Aaron, Back-rd, St George’s in-the-East, Boarding House 
Keeper. Pet Dec7. Dec 19at1l. Abbott, St Mark-st. 

Haydon, Geo, Basingstoke, Southampton, Builder. Pet Dec 5. Dee 
Mat 12. Lott, Parliament-st, for Prickett & King, Basingstoke. 
Hurrell, Robt, jun, Botolph-lane, Provision Merchant. Vet Dec 3. 

Dec 22 at2,. Martin, Cannon-st. 

Jutsum, Wm Cook, Westbourne-st, Pimlico, Plumber. 
Jan ll atll. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Kilby, Wm, Woolwich, Kent, Smith. Pet Dec 5. Jan 11 at 11. 
Marshall, Hatton-garden. 

Lodge, Hy, Rufford’s row, Upper-st, Islington, Tailor. Pet Dec 6, 
Dec 19 at 12. Stacpoole, old Broad-st. 

Maddams, Wm, Euston-rd, out of business. 
Juckes, Basinghall-st. 

Marchant,Thos, East-st, Walworth, Joiner. 
Scarth, Manchester-st. 

Matti, Eugene John Christian, Gt St Helen’s, Merchant, 
Dec 22at1. Ashurst & Co, Old Jewry. 


Dec 


Pet Dec 6. Dec 22 at 2. 


Pet Dec 2. Dec 19 at 
Pet 


Pet Dec 5, Dee 22 atl, 


Pet Dec 7. 


Pet Dec 5. Dec 22 atl. 


Pet Dec 6. Dec 22 at 12. 


Pet Nov 25. 


Miller, John Carter, Noble-st, St Luke’s, Insurance Agent. Tet Dec7 
Dec 19 atl. Abbott, St Mark-st. 
Mitchell, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dee 6 (for pan), Dee 


22at2. Wyatt, Gt Carter-lane. 
Moore, Jas, Leatherhead, Surrey, Plumber. 
Draper, Charlwood-st, Pimlico. 


Pet Dec 5. Dec 19 at ll. 


| Mullen, Stephen Leighton, Elizabeth-ter, Lpool-rd, Islington, Watch 


Jeweller. Pet Dec 6. Dec 19 at12. King, Fenchurch-st. 
Nixon, James Edwd, Claremont-ter, Pentonville-rd, Attorney-at-Law. 
Pet bec 5, Dec 22atl. Steudiman, Git Seward st, Finsbury. 
Nobbs, Thos, Sheldon-st, Paddington, Cheesemonger. Vet Deo 4; 
wee 22atl. Clarke, St Mary’s-sq, Puddington-gn, 
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Pearse, Jas West, St James s-cottages, Holloway, Traveller. 


Pet Dec 
6. Dec 20 at 11. Hill, Basinghall-st. 

Pelling, Geo, Brentwood, Essex, Grocer. Pet Dec 5. Jan 11 at 11. 
Preston & Dorman, Gresham-st. 

Raper, Ephraim, a Corn Merchant. Pet Dec 3. Dec 22 at 12. 
Gregson, agg 

Rumbelow, Hy, De Beauvoir-rd South, Accountant’s Clerk. Pet Dec 
5. Dec 19atll. Treherne & Wolferstau, Aldermanbury. 

Smith, Barnard, Jewry-st, Drysalter. Pet Dec 1. Dec 20 at 2, 
Lander, Carlton-rd, Kilburn. 

Snow, Percy Tonkin, Chelsea College, Lieut-Col. H. M. Indian Army. 


Pet Dec 6. Dec \9 at 12. Weymouth, Clifford’s-inn. 

Taylor, Saml, Upper Marsh, Westminster-rd, Farrier. Pet Dec 6, 
Dec 19 at 12. Biddles, Chancery-lane. 

Tucker, John, Lower-rd, Deptford, Dairyman. Pet Dec 7. Dec 22 at 


1. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Tunbridge, John, Walmer-rd, Notting-hill, Painter. Dec 
22 at 1. Chidley, Old Jewry. 

Tuppen, Harry. Brighton, Sussex, Draper. Pet Dec 5. Dec 20 at 11. 
Mason & Co, Gresham-st. 

Walters, Arthur Harding, St Alban’s-pl, Edgware-rd, Publisher. Pet 
Dec 6. Dec 20 atl. Clarke, St Mary’s-sq, Paddington-green. 

Watson, Chas, Strood, Kent, Butcher. Pet Dec 7. Jan 11 at 11. 
Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 

Watson, Chas Stacey, Chapel-st, Edgware-rd, Bootmaker. Pet Dec 

Pet Dec 5. 


Pet Dec 7. 


3. Dec 22at2. King, Queen-street, Cheapside. 
Woods, Jas, Green-walk, Blackfriars-rd, Whitesmith. 
Dec 19 at 11. Cooper, St Martin’s-lane, 
Yon, John, Southampton, Watchmaker. 
Linklater & Hackwood, Walbrook. 
Young, Edwin Newman, Silver-st, Greenwich, Photographic Artist. 
Pet Dec 7. Dec 19 at 1. Dobie, Guildhall-chambers. 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Bennett, Geo Davis, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Brewer. Pet Dec 6. 
Wolverhampton, Dec 23 at 12. Bartlett, Wolverhampton. 

Bray, Benj, & Andrew Bray, Choppards, Holmfirth, York. 
Cloth Manufacturers. Pet Dee 1. Leeds, Dec 19 at 11. 
Barwick, Leeds. 

Browne, Hy, Birm, Licensed Victualler. Pet Dec 5. Birm, Dec 21 at 
12, & W. Brown, Birm. 

Claridge, Jonathan, Neat Enstone, Oxford, Miller. Pet Nov 30. Chip- 
ping Norton, Jan 7 atll. Kilby, Banbury. 

Clements, Joseph, Bristol, Broker. Pet Dec 3. Bristol, Dec 23 at 11. 

Jenson, Bristol. 

Colley, Enoch, Bilston, ‘Stafford, Corn Dealer. Pet Nov 30. Wolver- 
hampton, Dec 19 at 12 hurstans, Wolverhampton. 

Dawson, Jas, Kirkburton, York, Fancy Manufacturer. Pet Nov 29, 

Birm, Dec 20 


Pet Dec 5. Dec 20 at 1. 


Woollen 
Bond & 


Huddersfield, Dec 19 at 10. Taylor, Huddersfield. 
Elmitt, Robt, Swinehead, Lincoln, Baker. Pet Dec 6. 
atil. Brackenbury, Alford. 
Eva, Thos, Helston, Cornwall, Builder. 
at 10.30. Cater, Plymouth. 
Evans, John, Haverfordwest, 
Dec 24 at 12. 


Pet Nov 30. 
Pet Dec 6, 


Exeter, Dec 22 


Tutor. 


Haverfordwest, 
James, Haverfordwest. 


Farnsworth, Hy, Codnor, Derby, Frame Work Knitter. Pet Dec 5. 
Alfreton, Dec 21 at 12. Smith, Derby. 
Foster, Robt Saml, Upton, Nottingham, Baker. Pet Dec 5. Newark, 


Dec 22 at 12, Ashley, Newark-upon-Trent, 

Fryer, Mark, East Stoke, Nottingham, Cattle Jobber. 
Nevrark, Dec 22 at 12. Heathcote, Nottingham. 

Gaggs, Wm Carter, Howden, York, Wine and Spirit Merchant. 
Dec 5. Leeds, Dec 21 at 12. Cariss & Tempest, Leeds. 

Gibbs, Benj, Rochdale, Lancaster, Book-keeper. Pet Dec 5. 
dale, Dec 21 at 12. J. & H. Standring, Rochdale. 

Griffiths, Jas, Old Radnor, Mason. Pet Dec 7. Kington, Dec 20 at 
12. Cheese, Kington. 

Hall, Hercules, Scholes, Lancashire, Innkeeper. 
Jan 3atil. Ambler, Manch. 

Hardwick, Munns John, Rothersthorpe, Northampton, Miller. 
Dec 5. Northampton, Bec 20 at 10. Becke & Son, Northampton, 
Harpur, Richd, Derby, Chenille Net Manufacturer. Pet Dec 1. 

Derby, Dee z3 at 12. Smith, Derby. 
H: +e Hy, Hentland, Hereford, Butcher. 
15 at 12. Minett, Ross. 
riman, Nathaniel, Loughborough, Leicester, Licensed Victualler. 
Dec 6. Birm, Dec 20 at 11. Goode, Loughborough. 
Harrison, Woodthorpe, Carlton-le-Moorland, Lincoln, Butcher. 
Dec 6. Birm, Dec 20 at 11. Brown, Lincoln. 
Hewitt, Hy, Coventry, Warwick, Builder. Adj Nov 28. 
at 12. 
Birm. 
Holdsworth, Jas, Leeds, China Dealer. 
ll. Christie & Co, Leeds, 
Hughes, Wm, Ford, Salop, Butcher. 
at 11. Davies, Shrewsbury. 
Jaques, Alfred Joseph, Barnsley, York, Mason. 
Dec 19 at ll. Parker, Barnsley. 
Johnson, Robt, Lpool. Cotton Salesman. 
atll. Anderson & Collins, Lpool. 
Jones, Jas, New Radnor, Carpenter. 
ll. Cheese, Kington. 
Jones, Jeremiah, Coventry, 


Pet Dec 5. 
Pet 
Roch- 
Pet Dec 6. Manch, 
Pet 


Pet Nov 25. Ross, Dec 





Pet 


y Birm, Dec 19 
Roscoe & Hincks, King-st, Finsbury-sq, and James & Griffin, 


Pet Dec 3. Leeds, Dec 19 at 
Pet Dec 5, Shrewsbury, Dec 22 

Pet Dec 6. 
Pet Dec 5. 


Pet Dec 6. 


Leeds, 
Lpool, Dec 23 
Kington, Dec 20 at 


Fish Dealer. Pet Dec 6. 


Coventry, Dec 






27 at 3. Smallbone, Coventry. 

Jones. John, Glyncorrwg, Glamorgan, Grocer. Pet Oct 24, Neath, 
Dec 2! at 11, Cuthbertson, Neath. 

Johnson, John Sewell, Yarmouth, Norfolk, Baker. Pet Dec 1. Gt 
Yarmonth, Dec 20 at 12. Ferrier, Gt Yarmouth. 

Jones, Thos, Bradley, Stafford, Boatman. Pet Dec 8, Wolverhampton, 


Dec 19 at 12. Underhill, Wolverhampton. 
Joslyn, Geo, Witham, Essex, Beer-house Keeper. Pet Dec 6. Maldon, 
Dee 22at 11. Skipper, Halstead. 
Kilboum, Simon, Stanstead, Suffolk, Dealer, Sudbury, 
Dec 19 at 12, Mumford, Sudbury. 
Leicester, Joseph, jun, Seacombe, Chester, Assistant in a Coal-yard, 
Pet Dec 6. Birkenhead, Dec 21 at 11. Hill, Lpool. 
Lilburn, John, Lpool, Provision Dealer. Pet Dec 5. 
11. Pemberton, Lpool. 


Pet Dec 1. 


Lpool, Dec 23 at 


Lewis, Wm, Crasswall, Hereford, Labourer, Pet Dec 2. Hay, Dec 19 
at ll. Garrold, Hereford. 

Littlewood, John, Manch, Calico Printer. Pet Nov 30. 
at 11. Leigh, Manch. 

— a jun, Birm, Auctioner. Pet Dec 8. Birm, Dec 23 at 12. Parry, 


Maltby, John, Gotham, Nottingham, Tailor. Pet Dec7. Nottingham, 
Dec 21 at i. Smith, Nottingham. 

Martin, John, Berry Edge, Durham, Grocer. Pet Nov 30. Shotley 
Bridge. Dec 20 at 3. Wilkinson, Shotley Bridge. 

Meakin, Chas, Derby,Comm Agent. Pet Dec !. Derby, Dec 23 at 12. 
Smith, Derby. 

Morbey, Wm, Northampton, Cabinet Maker. Pet Dec 6. North- 
ampton, Dec 24at 10. Becke & Son, Northampton. 


Manch, Jan 4 


Pallister, Thos, Rothbury, Northumberland, Grocer. Pet Dec 5, 
tothbury, Dec 19 at 11. Dodd, Blyth. 
Pearn, John, Liskeard, Cornwall, Licensed Victualler. Pet Dec 6. 


Bristol, Dec 


bristol, Dec 
Pet Dec 5. 


Pet Dec 6. Lincoln, Dec 


Pet Dec 5, Alfreton, 


Pet Dec 7. Leeds, Dec 


Pet Dec 


(for pan) 


Pet Dec 9. Dec 31 at 


Southall & Nelson, Birm. 
Pet Dec 3. Witney, Dec 
Read, Hugh, Lpool, Provision Dealer. Pet Nov 29. Lpool, Dec 23 at 
Worcester, Dec 21 at 11. Wilson. Worcester. 
Rolfe, John, Gayton, Northampton, out of business. Pet Dec 6. 
at 12. Smith, Derb: 
Pet Dec 5. 
Shuff, Wm, Bath, Somerset, Coach Builder. 
Smith, Geo, Milton-next-Gravesend, Kent, Comm Agent. Pet Dec 5. 
hampton, Dec 23 at 12. Stratton, Wolverhampton. 
Pet Dec 2. 
Tyne. 
Pict och Abraham, Nottingham, Pork Butcher. 
Pet Dec 6. Bradford, 
Dec 20 at 10. Hutchinson, Bradford. 
Taylor, Wm Hy, Bardney, Lincoln, Grocer. 
Dec 21 at 11. Tenant, Aberavon; and Henderson, Bristol. 
Waldron, Hy, Bath, Somerset, Aérated Bread Manufacturer. Pet Sept 
Pet Dec 2. Derby, Dec 
22 at 12. Briggs, De 
Webb, Chas, Marple, Chester, Cotton Manufacturer. Pet Dec 5. Manch, 
Dec 2l at $2. Smith, Derby. 4 
pg ae Wm, Measham, Derby, Bricklayer. Pet Dec 6. Ashby-de- 
8. Lpool, Dec 20 at 12. Best, Lpool. 
Anthony, Mare, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 5 
Dec 30 at 12. Spencer, Coleman-st-bldgs. 
Baker, Thos Robinson, Herbert-rd, Plumstead, Commercial Traveller. 
Jan ll at 2. Loftus & Co, New-inn, Strand. 
Dec 30 at 12. 
Briebach, Herman, High-st, Shoreditch, Baker. 
Dec 7. Dec 29at 11. Wyatt, Gt Carter-lane, 
Esser, John Jas, Princes-st, Leicester-sq, Waiter. Pet Dec 8. 
Pet Dec 
Dec 29 at 11. Godfry, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 
Harmsworth, John Hy, Milton-st, Cripplegate, Tallow Chandler, Pet 
Pet Dec 
Jan It at 12. Buchanan, Basinghall- st. 


Exeter, Dec 21 at 11. Edmonds & Sons, Plymouth. 
Pollington, Geo, Burford, Oxford, Butcher. 
Powell, Geo, Leominster, Hereford, Shoemaker. Pet Dec 7. Leo- 
11. Talbot, Lpool. 
Pet Dec 5. 
Rodenhurst, Wm, Birm, Dealer in Shawls. 
Northampton, Dec 24 at 10. Shield & White, Northampton. 
ye 
Shipp, Robt Walker, Ipswich, Suffolk, Corn Chandler. 
Gravesend, Dec 20 at 12. Sharland, Gravesend. 
Snowdon, John, South Shields, Durham, Ship Owner. 
Harle & Co, Newcastle-on- 
— Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Gloucester. 
ham, Dec 21 at 11. Heathcote, Nottingham. 
Tate, Jas, Derby, Tobacconist. Pet Dec 6. Derby, Dec 22 at 12, 
20 at Il. Brown & Son, Lincoln, 
Thorne, Marguerite, Leeds, Actress. Pet Dec 7. Leeds, Dec 23 at 12. 
24. Bristol, Dec 2lat11. Murly, Bristol. 
rby. 
Watts, Wm, Willenhall, Stafford, Baker. Pet Nov 30, Wolverhampton, 
Dec 20 at 11. Bellhouse & Bond, Manch. 
Whitfield, Geo, Middleham, York, Innkeeper. 
la-Zouch, Dec 21 at 11, Dewes, Ashby-de-la-Zouch. 
Turspay, Dec, 13,1844. 
Dec 31 at 12. Bramwell, Scott’s-yd, Cannon-st. 
Banks, John Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 8 (for pau). 
Pet Dec 12. Dec 3l at 11. Binns, Trinity-sq, Southwark. 
Bell, Geo, Littleport, Cambridge, Farmer. Pet Dec 10. 
Pet Dec 9. Dec 30 at 
ll. Carr, Rood-lane, 
Cottrell, Geo Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, Lendon. 
at 12. Dubois, Church-passage, Gresham-st. 
Freeman, Fredk Geo Gilbert, Bromley, Kent, Builder. Pet Dec 8. 
Dec 5. Dec 22 at 12. Lofty & Co, King-st, Cheapside. 
Hobcraft, Wm, Oxford-st West, Photographer, Pet Dec7, Jan li at 








Peters, Geo, Birm, Tobacconist. Pet Dec 2. Birm, Dec 21 at 12. 
20 at 10. Kilby, Burford. 
minster, Jan 4at2. Bedford, Leominster. 
Robertson, Wm, Worcester, Licensed Horse Dealer. 
Pet Dec 6. Birm, Dec 21 
at 12. Rawlins & Rowley, Birm. 
Shaw, Ralph, Marehay, Derby, Painter. Pet Dec 5. Alfreton, Dec 21 
Ipswich, Dec 19 at 11. Jennings, Ipswich. 
Pet Dec 7. 
21 at ll. Henderson, Bristol. 
Smith, John, Bilston, Stafford, Iron Refiner. Pet Dec 6. Wolver- 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Dec 19 at 12. 
Pet Dec 5. 
tll. Henderson, Bristol. 
Notting- 
Sunter, John, Shipley, York, Butter Factor. 
Smith, Derby. 
Thomas, John, Michaelstone, Glamorgan, Grocer. Pet Dec 7. Bristol, 
Harle, Leeds. 
Waring, Jas Forester, Derby, Coal Dealer, 
Dec 19 at 12. Cre sswell, Wolverhampton, 
Welbourne, Joseph, Alfreton, Derby, Tinman. 
7. Dee 19 at lt. Dale, York. 
Williams, Hy, Llandudno, Carnarvon, Boot and Shoe Maker. 
To Surrender in London. 
Arnold, John, jun, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 9 (for pau). 
Dec 30 at 11. Wyatt, Gt Carter- lane, Doctors’-commons, 
Barton, Wm, Chevening,snr Sevenoaks, Kent, Farmer. Pet Dec 9. 
Vipan, St Ives. 
Cooke, Geo Chas, Castle-st East, Oxford-market, General Agent. Pet 
11. Vining, Moorgate-st-bldgs. 
Jan il 
Fancourt, Richd, King-st, Baker-st, Journey man Carpenter. 
Jan ll at 2, Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 
Hoare, Jas, Upper Cottenham-rd, Hornsey-rd, Bricklayer. 
1. Watson, Cannon-st. 
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Jones, Isaac, Old Kent-rd, Timber Dealer. Pet Dec 10. Dec 31 at 11, 
May & Son, Princes-st, Spitalfields. 

Lake, John, Forest Hill, Builder. Pet Dec 9. Dec 30 at 11. 
Co, Coleman-st. 

Marshall, Fredk Carver, Market-row, Oxford-market, Pork Butcher. 
Pet Dec 5. Jan Jl atl2. Atkinson, Bedford-row. 

Neale, Wm, Mount-st, Whitechapel, Clerk to an Attorney. Pet Dec 6. 
Dec 29 at 11. Porter, Coleman-st. 

Norton, Thos Shortland, Prisoner for Debt, London. 
31 atl. Foord, Pinner’s-hall, Old Broad-st. 

Parsons, Wm, Bromley, Kent, Builder. Pet Dec 9. Dec 29 at 11. 
Olive, Portsmouth-st. 

Penicud, John, Gt Tichfield-st, Oxford -market, out of business. Pet 
Dec 8. Dec 3l atl. Miller & Co, Philpot-lane, 

Phillips, Hy Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 9 (for pau). 
Dec 31 at 12. Atkinson, Quality-ct, Chancery-lane. 

Quigley, Patrick, Upper Charlotte-st, Fitzroy-sq, Tailor. Pet Dec 8, 
Dec 30 atll. Chidley, Old Jewry. 

Rowland, Wm Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 8. Dec 30 at 
11, Walker, Lawrence Pountney-lane. 

Scott, John Walter, Newby-pl, Poplar, out of business. 
Jan ll at 12. Bartley, Bucklersbury. 

Shepard, Mary Ann, Gloucester-rd, South Kensington, Milliner. 
Pet Dec9. Jan 11 atl. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Talbot, John Stewart Streeve, Westow-hill, Norwood, Job and Post- 
master. Pet Dec 8, Dec 30 at 11. Walker & Twyford, Southampton- 
st, Bloomsbury. 

Teesdale, Major Chris, Wellington-sq, King’s-rd, Chelsea. Pet Dec 8. 
Dec 11 at 11. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry. 

Whitlock, Robt. Tass, West-st, Walworth, out of employment, Pet 
Dec9. Dec 30 at 12, Reed, Guildhall-chambers. 

Wilson, Chas Maryon, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 10, Jan 11 
atl. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl. 

Wilson, Emma Pain, Essex-rd, Islington, Mantle Manufacturer. Pet 
Dec 9. Jan12at2. Cox & Sons, Sise-lane. 


To Surrender in the Country. 


Barraclough, Allen, Sheffield, Stationer. Pet Dec 10. Sheftield, Dec 
28 at 1. Broadbent, Sheffleld, 
Bennett, John, Romsey Extra, Hants, Cattle Dealer. Pet Dec 8. 
Romsey, Dec 28 at 1. Mackey, Southampton. 
Birkley, John Newman, Yeovil, Somerset, Cattle Dealer. Pet Nov 29. 
Slade, Yeovil, and Hirtzel, Exeter. 
Pet Dec 9. Sheffield, Dec 28 at 1. 


Stopher & 


Pet Dec 8. Dec 


Pet Dec 8. 


Exeter, Dec 23 at 10.30, 

Boot, Wm, Sheffield, Stone Mason. 
Binney & Son, Sheffield, 

Bower, Gervase, Ilkeston, Derby, Cattle Jobber. 
Dec 29 at 2. Heatheote, Nottingham. 

Bower, Sidney Saile, Prisoner for Debt, Manch, Adj Nov 17. 
Dec 24 at 9 30. 

Bradshaw, John, Lpool, Licensed Victualler. Pet Dec 9. Lpool, Dec 
24at ti. Harris, Lpool. 

Bretherick, Jas, Holbeck, Leeds, Woollen Printer. Pet Dec8. Leeds, 
Dec 28 at 11. Harle, Leeds. 

Bushley, John, Blackburn, Lancaster, Currier. Pet Dec 8. Manch, Jan 
3at 11. Cobbett & Wheeler, Manch. 

Butterfield, Edwin, Bradford, York, Joiner. Pet Dec 7. Bradford, Dec 
22.at 10. Storey, Halifax. 

Clark, Wm Beynon, Gt Crosby, ur Lpool. Pet Nov 5 (for pau). Lan- 
caster, Dec 23 at 12. Rawlinson, Lancaster. 

Cooke, Jonathan, Kirkburton, York, Grocer. Pet Dec 3. Holmfirth, 
Jan 9at10. Booth, Holmfirth. 

Dalimore, Frank, Brighton, Sussex, Journeyman Carpenter. Pet Dec 
2. Lewes, Dec 19 at 10. Lamb, Brighton. 

Dick, Geo Wedderburn, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk, out of business. 
Pet Dec 10, Bury St Edmunds, Dec 24 at 11.30. Salmon, Bury St 
Edmunds. 

Distin, Wm Thos, Salford, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. 
7. Manch, Dec 23 at 11. Marsland & Addleshaw, Manch. 

Dixon, Elven, Boston, Lincoln, Blacksmith. Pet Dec 10. 
Dec 21 at 11. Bailes, Boston. 

Emery, Wm Robt, Birm, Journeyman Cab Driver. 
Jan 16 at 10. East, Birm. 

Fenby, Joseph, Worcester, Schoolmaster. 
Dec 27 at Il. _ Bentley, Worcester. 

Foster, Robt, Leeds, Cap Manufacturer. 
at ll. Carr, Leeds. 

Fountain, Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. 
Lancaster, Dec. 23 at 12. Gardner, Manch. 

Fraser, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. 
Lancaster, Dec 23 at 12. Gardner, Manch. 

Griffin, Hy, Southport, Lancaster. Pet Dec 7. 
19. Parr, Ormskirk. 

Harrison, Wm, Milton-next-Gravesend, Kent, Trinity Pilot. 
8. Gravesend, Dec 24 at 11. Sharland, Gravesend, 

Hodge, Joseph, Peterborough, Northampton, Straw Hat and Bonnet 
Maker. Pet Dec 10. Peterborough, Dec 28 at 10. ‘Taylor, Peter- 
borough. 

Howard, Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Pet Dec 3 (for pau). 

Horsfall, Jas Edwd, Hebden Bridge, York, Doubler. Pet Dec 3. Leeds, 
Jan9 at 11. Grundy & Davies, Manch, and Cariss & Tempest, Leeds. 
Lancaster, Dec 23 at 12. Gardner, Manch. 

Huntley, Wm, Aldershot, Southampton, Boot Maker. 
Farnham, Dec 24 at 12. White, Guildford. 

Hutchinson, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. 
Manch, Jan 3 at 9.30. Gardner, Manch. 

James, Wm Griffiths, Wolverhampton, Sinker. 
hampton, Dec 23 at 12. Blew, Bilston. 

Legg, Stephen, Lpool, Shipwright. Pet Dec 9. 
Evans & Co, Lpool. 

Lowe, John, Manch, Grocer. 
Manch. 

Luckes, Geo, Bridgwater, Somerset, Master Mariner. 
Bridgwater, Dec 28 at 10. Smith, Bridgwater. 

Majer, Geo, Bridlington, York, Innkeeper. Pet Dec 10. Bridlington, 
Dec 30 at 10. Richardson, Bridlington. 

Middleditch, John, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk, Cork Manufacturer. 
Pet Dec 8. Bury St Edmunds, Dec 24 at 11. Salmon, Bury St 
Edmunds. 


Pet Dec 8. Belper, 
Salford, 


Pet Dec 
Boston, 
Pet Dec 9. Birm, 
Pet Dec 7. Worcester, 
Pet Dec 8. Leeds, Dec 28 
Pet Dec 3 (for pau), 
Pet Dec 3 (for pau). 
Ormskirk, Dec 24 at 
Pet Dec 


Pet Dec 8. 
Pet Dec 2 (for pau). 
Pet Dec 9. Wolver- 
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Monk, Marshall, Northampton, Saddler. Pet Dec 8. Northampton, 
Dec 24 at 10, Shield & White, Northampton. 

Oke, John Sampson Rusden, Tranmere, Chester, out of business, 
Pet Dec 8. Lpool, Dec 23 at 11. Woodburn & Pemberton, Lpool. 

Oram, Wm Hodgkinson, Derby, Poulterer. Pet Dec 8. Birm, Jan 17 
at ll. Haywood, Derby. 

Poynton, Wm Hy, Loughborough, Leicester, Butcher. 
Loughborough, Dec 24 at 11. Goode, Loughborough. 
Presgrave, Hy, Holbeach, Lincoln, Butcher. Pet Dec 9. 

Dec 21 at 12. Ayliff, Holbeach. 

Red, Thos Albert, Kingston-upon-Hull, Engine Fitter. Pet Dec 9. 
Kingston-upon-Hull, Dec 24 at 11. Summers, Hull. 

Robinson, Jas, Ash, Surrey, Baker. Pet Dec 9. Farnham, Dec 24 at 
12, White, Guildford. 

Sharples, Wm, Pilkington, Lancaster, Yeast and Smallware Dealer. 
Pet Dec 3 (for pau). Dec 23 at 12. Gardner, Manch. 

Smith, John, Accrington, Lancaster, Labourer. Pet Dee 3 (for pau). 
Lancaster, Dec 23 at 12. Gardner, Manch. 

Taylor, Chas, Ipswich, Suffolk, Working Jeweller. Pet Dec 10. Ips- 
wich, Dec 27 at 11. Moore, Ipswich. 

Upton, Job, Lichfield, Blacksmith. Pet Dee 10. Lichfield, Dec 24 at 
10. Wilson, Lichfield. 

Tench, Jas, Smethwick, Stafford. Attorney-at-Law. Adj Dec8. Old- 
bury, Dec 19 at 10. Low, Dudley. 

Walton, Squire, Bradford, York, Stuff Manufacturer. Pet Dec 5. 
— Dec 28 at 11. Green, Bradford, and Cariss & Tempest, 
Leeds. 

Watson, Hy Thos, & Jas Cunliffe, Goole, York, Shipowners. Pet Dec 
. Leeds, Dec 28 at 11. Grundy & Davies, Manch, and Cariss & 
Tempest, Leeds. 

Wetton, Francis, Castle Church, Stafford, Labourer. 
Stafford, Dec 29 at 11. Greatrex, Stafford. 


Pet Dec 8. 
Holbeach, 


Pet Dec 8. 








Periodical Sale (established 1843), appointed to take place the first 
Thursday in every month, of Absolute and Contingent Reversions to 
Funded and other Property, Life Interests, Annuities, Policies of Assure 
ance, Advowsons, Next Presentation, Manorial Rights, Rent Charges, 
Post Obit Bonds, Debentures, Shares in Docks, Canals, Mines, Railways, 
Insurance Companies, and other public undertakings for the present 
year. 

N R. MARSH begs to announce that his PERI- 

ODICAL SALES (established in 1843), for the disposal of every 
description of the above-mentioned PROPERTY, take place on the 
first Thursday in each month throughout the ensuing year, as under :— 

In addition to the atove dates, Mr. Marsh also begs to announce that 
the following days are appropriated for the Sale of Freehold, Copyhold, 
and Leasehold Properties, viz. :— 
Thursday, December 15, 
Charlotte-row, Mansion-house, London, E.C. 





STATES AND HOUSES, Country and Town 

Residences, Lafided Estates, Investments, Hunting Seats, Fishing 

and Shooting Quarters, Manors, &c.—Mr. JAMES BEAL’S REGISVER of 

the above, published on the tst of each month, forwarded per post, or 

may be had on application at the Office, 209, Piccadilly, W.—Particulars 
for insertion should be forwarded not later than the 28th of each month. 





ROOKS & SCHALLER (removed from Piccadilly), 
—The INDEX, printed MONTHLY (first published in 1820), of 
ESTATES, Country and Town Houses, Manors, Hunting Quarters, Shoot- 
ings and Fishings, Farms, &c., to be LET or SOLD, can be had (free) at 
their Offices, 25, Charles-street, St. James’s, S.W., opposite the Junior 
United Service Club. Particulars inserted without charge, but for next 
publication must be forwarded before the 28th of each month. 


| YO SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES, 
will find the best-made article lower than any other house. Lists 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis cr sent post free. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House, 
Established nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 sent carriage free. 


NLACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 83. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, l4s. Gd. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 23, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setof six. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
6s. 6d. set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s the set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d. ; Coal Scuttles, 2s. 6d. A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been cclebrated for 50 years. 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., 16s., and 18s. per dozen. White Bone Knives 
and Forks, 8s. 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All war- 
ranted. 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or post free. Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 


per rail. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 





Pet Dee 8, Manch, Jan 3at 9.30. Sutton, | 
Pet Dec 9. | 


GLACK’s SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
Lpool, Dec 23 at ll. | k 


ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread, King's. 
£n ¢€ £2404 40164 £6 
110 Oandl 18 d 
0 Oand! 10 


i 

Table Forks, per doz..«e.. 0 
0 

Oand118 0 
o 


Dessert ditto aoe 8 
Table Spoons .......0- coe 210 
1 0 Oand110 0 
+» O12 Oando 18 
le for the Table asin Silrez. A 


1 
J ample Tea Spoon for- 
j War.ed on receipt of 20 stamps, 
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THE HIBERNIAN BANK, _ 


5tH DECEMBER, 1864. 











AT THE ANNUAL MEETING OF THE SHAREHOLDERS, 


HELD, PURSUANT TO THE DEED OF SETTLEMENT, 
AT THE BANK, CASTLE STREET, THIS DAY, 
JOHN RAFFERTY, Esq., Governor, in the Chair, 


The following Statement of Accounts and Reports were submitted to the Meeting :— 


ABSTRACT OF THE AFFAIRS OF THE COMPANY TO 31st OCTOBER. 




















Dr. | Cr. 
Wis PNA IAN ssa ass sssossosanscasenavanvsossicenvnesacreree £250,000 9 0 By Bills Discounted ........s.sssssssssessssseeensesees ‘ £548,820 10 | 
Amount due on Current and other Accounts, and De- Loans on Government Stock and other Securities ...... 201,228 4 8 
posit Receipts... . 593,268 9 4 | Branches and Agencies............ sipuvitpieiadtsceiabaian « 52,733 13 7 
DAIABCG cocnsscsesscecsccvsescssccosace 98,126.17 7 Bank Premises..........0000ssccesecsssesece verses ° 8,654 14 6 
Cash, Government Stock, and Debentures ....... a 129,958 4 1 
£941,395 6 11 | £941,395 6 11 
Profit and Loss. 
Dr. Cr. 
To Dividend, June, 1864 .........cccscesceeeseeeeeneeeenes penwasin j 0 0 Balance, 3lst Oct., 1863... ......ccccseseeeeeee £88,033 1 11 
Ditto, December, 1864 os 00 Less Dividend paid Dec , 1863 +. 8,750 0 0 
Bad and Doubtful Debt Fund ...... seeccoerecsecenees 00 ————— 79,283 1 11 
Reserve Fund = 111 Net Profit for year ending 31st Oct., 1864 ....sccccccscesseeee . 27,593 15 8 
Balance carried to NeXt ACCOUNL .......eeeeerrerereeree 5 8 | 








—, 


£106,876 17 7 





£106,876 17 7 





| 
Reserve Fund. 
Present AMOUNE .......sssssereeseeeseeeee i6dbn: savibdesecasstenenne secccesee soeneseas £79,283 1 11 





Your Board submit the foregoing statement f the accounts for the past year, and feel satisfaction in referring to the result, which, although in 
some degree attributable to the enhanced value of money, is an evidence that your Bank has maintained its high position, notwithstanding the very 
active and increasing competition in Banking in this country. 


The Accounts now presented show a net profit on the year’s transactions of £27,593 15s, 8d., out of which a dividend of 34 per cent. for the half- 
year ended the Ist of May Jast has been paid, leaving a sum of £18,843 15s, 8d., which the Directors rec 1 to be disposed of in the following 
manner—viz., £12,500 in the payment of a Dividend at the rate of 10 per cent. per annum (free of income tax) for the half-year ended the Ist of 
November last, £5,0C0 to be set aside as a provision for bad and doubtful debts, and the balance, £1,343 15s. 8d., to be carried forward. 





Your Board, anxious to avail themselves of every favourable opportunity of forwarding your interests and extending your sphere of usefulness, 
have, since the last Meeting, at the instance of gentlemen of position and local influence, established branches in Kilkenny and Tullamore, and in a 
few days another will be opened in the flourishing assize town of Naas, which up to this has not had the advantage of any Banking Establishment, 
from all of which your Directors are justified in expecting very profitable results. 

In making this announcement, the Directors take occasion to observe that, in order to maintain the efficiency, to promote the prosperity, and to 
preserve the confidence so long enjoyed by this useful Company, no effort on their part has been wanting, and they rely with confidence on your 
co-operation to assist as well in increasing the income as in promoting the general prosperity of this purely Irish Establishment—an Establishment 
founded on Capital realised by Irish industry, and aff rding Banking accommodation in Irelant to its Traders and Merchants, 

To the yacancies on the Directory, caused by the resignation of Mr. William O'Brien Butler and Alderman Moylan, your Board recommend for 
Election, on THURSDAY, the 15th instant, Mr. P. Byrne Darcy and Mr. James F. Lombard, ge ntlemen well calculated, from their high mercantile 
position and commerciai habits, to advance the business and promote the interests of your Company, 


The Report having been read, the following resolutions were proposed :— 


Moved by the Chairman, seconded by Alderman Campbell, and resolved— 
‘“‘ That the Report now read be received, adopted, and entered on the minutes.” 


Moved by the Chairman, seconded by Alderman Campbell, and resolved— 
“That a Dividend for the half-year ended Ist November last be paid, at the rate of 10 percent per annum (free of income tax), on the 
paid-up capital of the Company.” 
Moved by the Chairman, seconded by Thomas Dillon, Esq., and resolved— 
“ That the Books for Transfer be closed from this day until the 12th instant, and that the Dividend be payable on and after said day to all 
holders of the Company’s Stock this day.” 
Moved by Alexander Comyns, Esq., seconded by Edward Nolan, Esq., and resolved— 
“That the marked thanks of the Meeting are due and hereby given to the Board of Management, the Secretary, and Assistant Secretary of 


the Bank, for their exertions in promoting the interests of the Establishment.” 
(Signed) JOUN RAFFERTY, Chairman, 


John Rafferty, Esq , having left the Chair, and William Reynolds, Esq., being caiied thereto— 


Moved by Alexander Comyns, Esq., seconded by Alderman Tarpey, and resolved — 
“ Thut the thanks of the Meeting be given to John Rafferty, Esq., for his proper and dignified conduct in the Chair.” 
{Signed) WILLIAM REYNOLDS, Chairman. 


